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CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 








THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislativ 


History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVII[th Centur 
The chief sources whence these D2bates are derived are the Constitutional 

Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; 
Grey’s Debates of the Conmons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Debrett's D2bates, 63 vols. ; 


Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal ; 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; 

Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &c. 


y (1893), 36 vols. 
istory, 24 vols. ; 
Chandler and 


Tae Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commz2ncs with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 





HISTORY. 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760. 


Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Witx.I. to 34 Geo. II. 
1066-1760 


REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 
Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Gro. III. 








(SrxtH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 & 40...59 Geo. III. ...... 1819 
41 .. 1819-20. 


Second Series. 


REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1839. 
(SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


1760-1800 . 
Vel: 1 te 3x 1 GORE 8 1820 
(First PARLIAMENT.) ae? oe eee 182] 
ee een 41 Geo. III.......... 1801} — 6— 7... 3 ma aeee th 1822 
a OO. wuitn nage 42 aos Ven beeiae 1802; —  8— 9... 4 seek * oteunts 1823 
— 10—11... 5 ca ed eS 1824 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) — 13— a ; | neon er 
Vol. 36 .....e--. 43 Gao. Til. ......18028| — '— *-- pestray irs 
‘ (EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
DEBATES. TA PE aicctsses 7 Gro. IV. ...... 1826 
Fivst Sevies. ee | ere. 8 eS 1827 
i I TI hs: 1828 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) = $6 ot. 16 meet 8 Sees 1829 
Vol. 1 & 2...44 Gao. III....... 1803-4{ — 22 to 25...11 ys acgete 1830- 
— $8to 5...45 —. eens 1805 
_ 6 & 7...46 wee eee 1806 Third Series. 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837. 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. III ...... 1806-7 (NinTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. ae ~~) a 330- 
(Fourta Partiawer.) oa. 1 tw &... 1 Wee i¥......; 1830-1 
Vol. 9 to11...48 Geo. III....... 1807-8 (TENTH PARLIAMENT. ) 
— 2M — 4... 1809 | pegs ; : 
ay “Oa pee cca ak 1810 | Vol: 4 to 8... 3 Witt FV. «5:2... 1831 
a eS le el te 1832 
— 2] — 23...52 ~ 1812 
(ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(FIFTH PARLIAMENT.) Vol. 15 to 20... 4 Wi. IV....... 1833 
Vol. 96 to'96,:.65 Gao. M1... winis; — 7-7-9 ae 
— 27 & 2%...54 —  ... 1813-14 
— 99 to 31...55 a - 1814-15 (TWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 32 — 34...56 et end 1816 | Vol. 26 to 30... 6 WiLL. IV....... 1835 
— 35 & 36...57 se se witeesd 1817] — 31 — 36... 7 Senin Malate 1836 
— 37 — 38...58 ie aes 1818] — 36 — 38... 8 tla peice 1837 
a 2 
3 IU55S 











iv CHRONOLOGY OF “THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 
REIGN OF ViCTORIA—1837 to | (TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
| Vy Q 94 U 
THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT. V ol. 204 to 208. PIS be V ICTORIA ...... L871 
ge geaaae ; es cc. 1872 
WO). 39%to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838} __ 9]4 917...36 mee ou eae 1873 
45 — 50... 2 ee | Sas eee 1839 
— 5I— 55... 3 0  —  ereeee 1840 (TWENTY-First PARLIAMENT.) 
a $6. S80 = a) 18: F " 5 
eS... # (a) 1 al Vol. 218 to 221...37 VICTORIA ...... 1874 
: “ i | — 222 —226...38  — ws 1875 
(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT,) — 997 931...39 lel 0 on cae 1876 
Vol. 59 ......... 4 Vicrorta (b) 1841} — 232 —236..40 —  ...... 1877 
— 60to 65... 5 ee 1842} — 237 —242...41 aes Nexsishs 1878 
—-)66— 71... 6 ee 1843 | — 243 —249...42 — . 1878-9 
ma teen. 96... 7 a 1844} — 250 & 251...43 ~— “(a) 1880 
eee a x : obs he nae (TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 
= 20... 94...10 this (a) 1847 | Vol. 252 to 256...43 Victoria (b) 1880 
| — S67 ob... 1881 
"EOE, eee | a SO SRE (a) 1882 
(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) : 974 & O73. AB yf (b) 1882 
ee ..10 VictorIA (b) 1847] — 276 to 283...46 aa? ee 1883 
— 96 to101...11 pe Shae 1848 & — 284 —292...47 i - wtaces 1884 Pri 
— 102 —107...12 mes acne 1849 293 —301...48 aoe ... 1884-5 | 
ee ae! ers 1850 | - 
dec (0G ch 3S... 24 is oeee1 851 (TWENTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) i. 
— 119—122..15 — (a) 1852 | Vol. 302 to 307...49 Victoria (a) 1886 a 
| er 
(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) (TwENTY-FoURTH PARLIAMENT.) 
i. >. Zoe 15 Vicrorta (b) 1852 | Vol. 308 & 309...49 Victoria (b) 1886 
— 124 t0129..16 «4.1853 | — 310 t0821...50 oa. 1887 rs 
= 50 —150...17 sees 1854) — 322 —332...51 — ...... 1888 Fi 
= Sa rr issn) ~~ 353=30..59° ——- 1889 Lo 
— 140—143..19 — __......1856| — 341—348..53  — _...... 1890 Lo 
—a Be ees (a) 1857 | —- 349 —356...54 — ... 1890-1 ae 
| 
Fourth Series. Pr 
(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) | 7 . ‘ ren 
‘ ‘. WENTY-FoURTH PARLIAMENT— u 
Vol. 145 to 147...20 Victorta  (b) 1857 | ( 4 ™ ste Pr 
a a ae) a ig 1858 | Vol. lto 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
— 152 —153...22 ee a) 1859 | . 7 
tiie dia | (TWENTY-FIrTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) aaa 56 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
eae ie hn Lo. Po 
Vol. 154 to 155...22 Victoria (b) 1859 ee cates Pa 
oi ‘en 4 am ex BB e ae ee 1894 Fi 
= 156 —160...23 a eae 1860 | 30 3558 1895 Ch 
ee re er ain ea . Vi 
— 165 —168...25 — ...... 1362 | (TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) Sec 
— 169 —172...26 ne) canes 1863 | y , 
a fis caer ii hee eee 59 VICTORIA ...... 1895 
— 173 —176...27 — 1854 | bp Lot 
177 180.98 elie SH. 6 | oS 
"9 seat See a. ete eee ee | 1897 
. | -— . §3 — 65...61 — 1898 
(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) |— 66— %6...62 es 1899 Lo 
Vol. 181 to 184...29 VicToRIA ...... 1866 | TT cseeneeee .. A heel 1899 
__ 185 -—189...30 eee” aie 1867] —— FR cssseese. 63 ae 1900 Pai 
ee ee . 1904.4 = WS seed Oe ee ee 1900 Se 
| els gece a es 1900 Pa 
a a oe See. ee 1900 Pa: 
(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) pay Soe 63 me ae: 1900 Pai 
Vol. 194 to 198...32 Vicrorta ...1€68-9| — 83 ......... 63 a 1900 Pai 
ewe Ck OE a A 1900 res 
gol 








871 
872 
873 


all 
“Ist -1 


SCOMNIS OS 


Orwrsat 


me OO Oa SD 


iw 


—— a oa, 





HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 





THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Secretary of Stat? for Foraiga Affairs——Most Hoa. the Marquess of 
SALISBURY, K.G 
Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEvoNsHIRE, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 
Lord Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. Viscount Cross, G.C.B., G.C.S.L. 
First Lord of the Treasury-——Rt. Hon. ArtHuR J. BALFour. 
Secretaries of State—— 
Home Department——Rt. Hon. Sir MATTHEW WHITE RIDLEY, Bt. 
Colonial——Rt. Hon. JosEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Most Hon. Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.L. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORGE HAMILTON. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 
First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. GEORGE JOACHIM GOSCHEN. 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland——Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. CHARLES THOMSON RITCHIE. 
Secretary for Scotland Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Government Board——Rt. Hon. HENRY CHAPLIN. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD 
First Commissioner of Works——Rt. Hon. A. AKERS DouGtas. 
President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. WALTER H. Lona. : 











NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury —Rt. Hon. kk. W. HANBURY, M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BaLrour, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Committee of Council Xt. Hon. Sir J. Eupon Gorst, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty-—-W. G. ELLIson Macartney, Esa., M.P 
H. T, ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury-—} WILLIAM HAYEs Fisnir, Esq., M.P. 
Lord STANLEY, M.P. 

Admiral Sir I. W. Ricuarps, G.C B 

Vice-Admiral Sir F. G. D. Beprorp, K.C.B. 
Lords of the Admiralty——{ Rear-Admiral A. K. Witson, V.C., C.B. 

Capt. A. W. Moone, C.B., C.M.G. 

J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreiga Ottice Rt. Hon. W. Sv. JoHN Broprick, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Office —Rt. Hon. Jesse CoLtuinas, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office Rt. Hon. Earl of SELBORNE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——Georce WyNDHAM, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade Rt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY, 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——T. W. RusseEtL, Esy , M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office J. POWELL- WILLIAMS, Esq., M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Frvtay, Q.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt, Hon. E. Carson, Q.C., M.P. 





























vi HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Courts. 

Lord Chamberlain tt. Hon. Earl of Hopetoun, G.C.M.G. 

Vice-Chamberlain——Hon. AILWYyN E. FELLOWES, M.P. 

Lord Steward Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 

Master of the Horse His Grace the Duke of PURTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.O. 

Paymaster-General His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 

Comptroller of the Household Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 

Treasurer of the Household Viscount CURZON, M.P. 

Master of the Bueckhounds——Rt. Hon. Earl of COVENTRY, 

Captain Yeoman of the Guard Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 

General Rt. Hon. Viscount Bripport, G.C.B. (permanent) 

Rt. Hon. karl of Kin ToRE, G.C.M.G. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 

Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL. 

tt. Hon. Lord Harris, G.C.S.L, G.C.LE. 

Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 

tt. Hon. Lord BAGorT. 


SCOTLAND. 


Chief Secretary tt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

Lord Justice-General Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFouR. 

Rt. Hon. A. G. Murray, Q.C.. M.P. 

Lord Justice Clerk tt. Hon. Lord KinspuraGu, C.B. 

Lord Clerk Register His Grace the Duke of MonTROSE, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 
Solicitor-General CHARLES ScoT?r-Dickson, Esq., Q.C. 


IRELAND. 
Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor ——Lord ASHBOURNE. 
Chief Secretary ——Rt. Hon. GERALD W. Batrour, M.P. 
Under Secretary tt. Hon. Sir DAVID HARREL, K.C.B. 
Attorney-General Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, M.P. 
Solicitor-General GEO. WRIGHT, Esq. 





























Lords-in- Waiting 











Lord Advocate 























PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees Rt. Hon. Earl of Morey. 

Clerk of Parliaments Henry J. L. GRAHAM, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) on. E. P. THESIGER, C.B. 

teading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—-ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills H. C. MALKIN, Esq. 

Senior Clerks 
Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Officer of Private Bill Costs——R. W. Monro, Esq. 
Peers’ Printed Paper Office——A. HARRISON, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs——E. F. 
TAYLOR, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. LEIGH, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees—J. F. Symons JEUNE, Esq. 

Other Clerks F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON GoRDON, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. 
(Clerk attending the Table); Hon. A. MCDoNNELL; A. H. RoBINSON, Esq. ; H. P. St. 
JOHN, Esq. ; V. M. Bipputpn, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Stonor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. ; 
C. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HoTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——‘+. K ULKES, Esq. 

Copyist—~-Mr. T. A. C.urT ; Assistant Copyist Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers- Messrs. W. WoRFELL, A. A. WorFELL, C. E. CuizLett, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 
LOCKE, J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian——S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. BuTLER, Esq. 

Messenger Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 

Examiners for Standing Orders 
——J. W. G. Bon, Esq. 

Gentleman Ushee of the Black Rod——Gen. Sir Miehael A. 8. BrippuLpu, G.C.B. 

Yeoman ee T. D. BUTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——Major-General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.C.V.O., C.S.L 












































C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
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PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 


Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. Hanp, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——Mr. J. K. WILLIAMS. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GuRNrY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers——Messrs. W. CHANDLER, 2. Fox, F. HOLMAN. 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants——Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STOP. 

Third Class Assistants——Messrs. J. WooLAcotTt, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. ForsytH, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLIPS, 
W. W. MEATES. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. T, KENDRICK. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Clerk of the House of Commons——ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk-Assistant FRANCIS B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B, 

Second Clerk-Assistant——ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks—— : 

Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees——W. GiBsons, Esq. 
Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 

Committee Office——R. Dickinson, Esq. 

Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks——F. St. GEORGE Tupper, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq. ; .G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. DoyLe, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks——S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; ARTHUR DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq.; HORACE West, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIS, Esq. ; 
Percy A. Buu, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS Wywnvy, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. BonD, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, Esq. 

Junior Clerks fy C. DAWKINS, Esq.; A. F. B. WiLLiAMs, Esq.; R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; 
B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, Esq. ; J. ScoTt PorRTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq.; 
R. A. AUSTEN LEIGH, Esq.; W. T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. GIBBONS, Esq. ; 
A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Billsa——C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office——Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAviE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONES, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Depaty Serjeant——F. R. GossET, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——Lieut.-Col. Hon. E. H. LEGGE. 

Doorkeepers Mr. W. WILsoN, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Office Messenger——Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (lst Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcraFT, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Hitus, Mr. J. SprRaAGuE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SPRAY, Mr. G. TYE, Mr. R® 
Hossy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mkr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant——Mr. W3 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster——Mr. EDMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper——Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House——Rev. Canon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker——EDWARD GULLY, Esy. 

Counsel to the Speaker Hon. E. CHANDOS LEIGH, Q.C., C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger Mr. G. T. VINEY. 

Referee of Private Bills ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. 

Examiners of Private Bills——C. W. Campion, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master——C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; Clerk——J. W. G. BonD, Esq. z 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——E. G. HARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks in 
Library——Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers—— Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 
W. HAGUE. ‘ 

Vote Office— 

Chief Clerk——H. A. M. KILLick, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——P. E, Smitu, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 
Printers——. 
Journals——G. E. BRISCOE EYRE, Esq. 
Votes——J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 
Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——-Mr. HORSLEY. 

































































TABLE OF CONTENTS 


TO 


VOLUME LXxXXIVv. 





SEVENTH VOLUME OF SESSION 1900. 





COMMONS: THURSDAY, 14TH JUNE, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
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agreed to ‘ ae ; ove ° . 


Dorking Water Bill [Lords]; Fishguard Water and Gas Bill vicsnamian dilate 
the third time, and passed, with Amendments . 
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third time, and passed, with Amendments ... - ee 
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Birmingham Corporation (Stock) Bill Lords] ; Scottish American Invest- 
ment Company, Limited, Bill Vir Sheflield District Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Wirral Railway Bill [Lords]—Read a second time, and 
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Leith Burgh Provisional Order Bill [Lords] ; Local Government Provi- 


sional Orders (Gas) Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time to-morrow : - “se oe see sos ote bi 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Gas and Water 
Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]; London (Clerkenwell and Holborn) 
Provisional Order Bill; London (Poplar) Provisional Order Bill ; Pier 
and Harbour Provisional Orders ata i Bill—Read a second time, and 
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London and St. Katherine Docks and East and West India 
Dock Companies Bill—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed - ‘“ ios at 
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Education (Scotland) Bill—Petitions against, from Forres; Edinburgh ; 
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ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS)—Petition from Tranmere, for 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


Factories and Workshops Bill—Petitions against, from Master Bakers of 
Chelsea ; Central Finsbury ; North St. Pancras ; Whitechapel ; Greenwich ; 
North Kensington ; and Clapham ; to lie upon the Table ... ‘ 


Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation Bill—Petition from St. aati 
Abbotts, Kensington, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment (No. “2 Bill— 


Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


London Borough Councils (Women’s Disabilities canta Bill—Petition 
from Uxbridge, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... ree ds 


Lunacy Bill—Petition from Horncastle, for alteration ; to lie,upon the Table 
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Roman CArHoLic UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND—Péetitions against establishment, 
from Kirkealdy ; Dysart; Dundee ; eee Dunfermline ; and 
Dingwall ; to lie upon the Table ‘ fe _— ih 


Sale of Intoxicating a ge on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Lumb (two) ; Rochdale ; and Leeds; to lie upon the Table he 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petition from 
Chesterfield, against ; to lie upon the Table. 

Petitions in favour, from Rochdale ; St. Leonard’s-on-Sea; Plymouth ; 
Rhosygell ; Aberporth ; Llanrhystyd; Llandisilio; Crewkerne ; Orrell ; 
Rhiwfelen; Llanafan; Chard; Llangwyryfon; Marylebone; South 
Petherton ; Kingsbury ; Workington; Hackney ; Leyton; Sidcot; Pen- 
bryn; Swansea; Pocklington; Maidenhead; Malton; Garndiffaith 
(three); Talywain; Colgate; Abersychan (three); Edmonton; Blaen- 
clydach ; Ferndale (eight); Ystradyfodwg (two); Pentre; Trerhondda 
Ferndale ; Llanfihangel y Croyddin; Gwnnws Upper; Colchester ; Cam- 
bridge ; Lancaster (three) ; Victoria ; Grimesthorpe ; Sheffield ; Evenwood ; 

’ Rochdale ; St. Helens; London ; Willesden ; Exeter ; Horncastle ; Dews- 
bury; Penrhiw; Blaenpennal; Llanbadarn; Ffosyffin; Nantycunlle ; 
Blaencefn ; Blaenplwyf; Blaencaron ; Ceulaumaesmawr ; Rhiwbwys ; 
Blaenannerch ; Llanbadarn Fawr ; Llanbadarn Trefeglwys ; Llanfihangel ; 
Croyddin; Lledrod ; Aberystwyth; Penllyn; New Quay; Llangeitho ; 
Lampeter ; Abermenrig ; Llanbadarn Fawr (two) ; Clifton ; London (two) ; 
Paisley (two); Garndiffaith; Bradford; Haverfordwest; Pembury ; 
Kenchester ; Hackney ; Peckham ; Nunhead ; Elland ; South Petherton ; 
Colgate; Gravesend (two); Penrhiw ; Wetheral; Aberystwyth; Coles- 
hill; Downley ; Windsor; Penboyn ; Bettws Evan; Rotherham (two) ; 
Sheffield (four) ; Attercliffe ; Leytonstone (three) ; Keswick ; Llanbadarn 
Trefeglwys ; Gwnnws; Wigton (two); Exeter; Nantewnlle; Blenner- 
hasset ; Llangranog; Cookham; Chesterfield; Wellington; Banbury ; 
Birmingham (two); Herne Bay ; Todmorden ; North Shields; and 
Colchester ; to lie upon the Table : ah ae i ane 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions 
in favour, from Portgordon ; Leith ; Bonnethill ; Dundee (five) ; Suther- 
land ; Kirkcolm; Nairn ; Hamilton ; Cambusnethan ; and Larkhall; to 
lie upon the Table sss yak _ es iis aa 


School Board Elections (London) Bill—Petition from St. Mey braces 
Kensington, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table ... : 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Wigton ; Shetfield (two); Mynach; Rhydfendigaid ; Rotherham (two) ; 
Wellington ; Swansea; Winscombe; North Shields ; ; Grimesthorpe ; 
Leeds ; Colchester ; Oxford, Lincoln ; ’Bettws Evan ; Bronant ; Penmorfa ; 
Pontsaeson; Brighouse; Penrhiw (two); Nantcwnlle; Kenchester ; 
Haverfordwest; Abermenrig; Rhtwfelen; Aberporth; Blaenpennal ; 
Llanbadarn Fawr (two): Pensarn; Ffosyffin; Pennweh; Blaen- 
cefn ; Blaenplwyf; Blaencaron ; Ceulaumaesmawr ;_ Rhiwbwys ; 
Blaenanmerch ; Llanbadarn Trefeglwys ; Trisant ; Rhydlwyd ; Penllwyn ; 
New Quay ; Llangeitho; Lampeter ; Llanafan ; Ferndale (nine) ; Pentre ; 
Penygraig ; Ystradyfodwg ; Ponterwyd; Orrell; Malton; Penbryn (two); 
Llangwyryfon ; Haverfordwest; Llanbadarn-Odwyn; Bwlehyllan ; 
Penrhiw ; Aberystwyth aeagid Caradog 5 a and Bettws Evan ; to lie —_— 
the Table “ 
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Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Llanfihangel-y-Croyddin Upper (two); Gwnnws Upper ; Gwnnws ; 
Llanfihangel Croyddin (two) ; Llanafard ; Yystradyfodw g (three) ; Llanba- 
darn Fawr (three) ; Penbryn ; Llangwy ryfon ; Blaenpennal ; Llangraw og ; 
Llanrhystyd (two) ; Aberporth (two) ; Lianrhystyd Haminiog ; ; Llandisilio 
Gogo; Nantycunlle; Verwig ; Llanychaiarn ; Caron Lower; Ceulau- 
maesmawr ; Aberystwyth ; Llanbadarn ; Trefeglwys ; Lledrod ; New Quay; 
Melindwr ; Gwynfil ; Lampeter ; and Garthely ; tolie upon the Table ... 


Temperance Reform Threefold Option ee Bill—Petition from St. 
Andrews, in favour ; to lie upon the Table . 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Two Petitions from Glasgow, against pro- 
posed alteration of Clause 109 ; to lie upon the Table in 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (WHITSU. NTIDE RECESS). 


THE following Papers presented by Command of Her Majesty during 
the Whitsuntide Recess were delivered to the Librarian of the House of 
Commons during the Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order of the 
14th August, 1896 :— 


1. Trade Reports (Annual Series).—Copies of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Nos. 2436 to 2449. 


2. Trade Reports (Miscellaneous Ser ies).—Copy of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, No. 526. 

3. Malta (Contagious Diseases Law).—Copy of Ordinance No: X. of 
1898 (The Contagious Diseases Law) (Malta). 

4. Metropolitan Water Supply (Royal Commission).—Copy of 
Minutes of Evidence taken before Her Majesty’s Commissioners ap- 
pointed to inquire into the subject of the Water Supply within the 
limits of the Metropolitan Water Companies. Vol. II 


5. Army (Volunteer) Corps.—Copy of Annual Return of the 
Volunteer Corps of Great Britain, for the year 1899. 


6. Local Taxation (Royal Commission).-—Copy of Minutes of Evidence 
taken before the Royal Commission on Local Taxation, with Index and 
Appendix. Vol. IV. 


Ordered, That the said Papers do lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LocaL Funp Boarp (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Sixty-second Annual 
Report, 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table _ ae 


IrtsH LAND CoMMISSION (PROSEEDINGS)—OCopy presented, of Return of 
Proceedings a the month of sim 1900 [by agi i to lie 
upon the ‘Table... : ive Zs : iis ne wai 


Irish LAND CoMMISSION (RULES)—Copy presented, of Rules made by the 
Irish Land Commission under the Congested Districts Board (Ireland) 
Act, 1899, Section 2, dated the 21st t May, | 1900 [by es to lie 
upon the Table.. ut 


PAWNBROKERS’ ReTuRNS ([RELAND)—Copy presented, of Returns from the 
City Marshal of Dublin for the pan ended 31st December, 1899 [by Act]; 
to lie upon the Table .. isin om 
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INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland appointing the places at which 
Examinations shall be held for 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


FIsHERY BoARD (SCOTLAND) —Copy presented, of eighteenth Annual Report, 
being for 1899, Part IT. ~ on Salmon Fisheries) [by pea to 
lie upon the Table 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) (DIETARIES)—Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Secretary of Scotland, under the Prisons (Scotland) Act, 1877, establishing 
new rates of Dietaries for the several classes of prisoners [by ‘Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table ne ses ; a ee 


PATENT OrricE—Copy presented, of Report of the Committee appointed by 
the Beard of Trade to consider various suggestions which have been made 
for developing the benefits afforded by the Patent Office to Inventors [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table ba ose 


Harwich Harsour—Copy presented, of Abstract of the Accounts of the 
Receipts and Expenditure of the Harwich Harbour Conservancy Board 
from the time of their incorporation down to and inclusive of the 31st 
March, 1900, ete. [by i ah to lie a the Table, and to be aise: 
[No. 202] ‘A 


RaILways ABANDONMENT—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade 
respecting the Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmellington Railways (Aban- 
donment) Bill and the objects thereof | pursuant to Standing Order einai: 

referred to the Committee on the Bill : ; 


LocaL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888—Copies presented, of Orders made by the 
various County and County Borough Councils in England and Wales 
under Sections 57 and 59 of the Act, as confirmed by the Local Govern- 
ment Board {by Act]; to lie upon the Table ‘ 4 


Pena ServituDE Acts (ConpiTionaL Licence)—Copy presented, of Licence 
granted to Elizabeth Martin, a convict under detention in Aylesbury 
Prison, permitting her to be at large on condition that she enter the Royal 
Victoria Home, Horfield, Bristol [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Potuine Districts (COUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER)—Copy presented, of 
Orders made by the County Council of the County Palatine of Lancaster, 
dividing the Parliamentary Divisions of Heywood, Leigh, and Stretford 
into convenient Polling Districts [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


East Inp1A (FAMINE)—Copy presented, of Papers regarding the Famine and 
the Relief Operations in India during 1899-1900 ; “Vol. L. British Districts, 
Vol. II. Native States [by Command] |; to lie upon the Table 


East INDIA (INCOME AND EXPENDITURE)—Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 28th May ; Sir Henry "y whens to lie sft the — and to be 
printed. [No. 203.] .. ; 


EpucaTion (ENGLAND AND WALES) (ENDOWED ScHoots Acts)—Copy 
presented, of Report of the Proceedings of the Charity Commissioners for 
England and Wales, under the Endowed Schools Acts, 1869 to 1889, for 
the year 1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
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BoaRD OF EDUCATION (GENERAL ReEports)—Copy presented, of General 
Report for the year 1899 by the Chief Inspector of the South-Eastern 
Division [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of General Report for the year 1899 by the Chief 
Inspector of the East Central Division [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table ... ip bo oe dee - me ak he bid 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION Act, 1889—Copies presented, of Minutes sanctioning 
the Subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the Act for the following 
Counties :—County of Glamorgan (Ninth Minute), dated 21st April, 1900 ; 
County of Warwick (Sixth Minute), dated 21st May, 1900 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table... isp ae me sis es ims vo 


ENDOWED ScHoots Act, 1869, AND AMENDING Acts—Copy presented, of 
Scheme for the Management of the Charity of William Price, in the parish 
of Fareham, in the county of Southampton, founded by Will, dated 24th 
August, 1721 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 


BoarRD OF AGRICULTURE (INCLOSURE, ETC., EXPENSES AcT, 1868)—Copy 
presented, of Fees to be taken in respect of Transactions under the Tithe 
and other Acts in accordance with the Provisions of the Inclosure, etc., 
Expenses Act, 1868 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table athe os 


Worxkmen’s CoMPENSATION Act, 1897 (ARMY AND Navy Service) (MEN 
EmpLoyeD)—Address for “Return showing (1) the number of men 
employed in Army Services who have received Compensation since July, 
1898 ; (2) the amount of Compensation received in all cases of incapacity 
through accident ; (3) the amount of Compensation received in cases of 
fatal accident ; (4) the amount of weekly wages received by all persons 

receiving Compensation since the above date.”—(Mr. Woods) ee 


QUESTIONS. 
Sour ArFRicAN War—Care CoLony Repets—Question, Mr. John Ellis 
(Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ... ates a on 





AupersHot MANccuvres—HEAT FaAtaities—ArmMy CLOTHING—Question, 
Mr. Chann'ng (Northamptonshire, E.); Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for War (M.. Wyndham, D ver) ihc Ail sl or ins 


CurnA—ANTI-FoREIGN MOoVEMENT—“ Boxer” DISTURBANCES, ETC.— 
Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), Mr. Joseph 
Walton (Yorkshire, W.R., Barnsley), and Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) ; 
Answers, The First Lori of th: Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 
E.) and Tae Under Szcra‘ary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) ... ste obs ie pak =e = wes 

AsHANTI—NATIVE RiIstINc—INVESTMENT OF CooMASSIE—Questions, Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour and Mr. J. Chamber- 

LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND EPPING Forest Rattway Act, 1894—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Woods (Essex, Walthamstow); Answer, The President of the 
Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) for ike is fie 


MipLanp Raitway—Fatatity IN Brecon Goops YarD—Question, Mr. 
Maddison (Sheffield, Brightside) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ite wee 
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CATTERLINE EpiscopaAL ScHooL—DisMissaAL OF HEAD MISTRESS—Question 
Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; Answer, Mr. Hayes Fisher (Fulham) ... 


STRANGFORD Loucu LiGHTHOUSE—Question, Mr. H. C. Richards (Finsbury, 
E.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) = ve er con ses via sie rs oa 


IRISH INTERMEDIATE EpvucATION PROGRAMME—Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... i Ss a 


THe CompaANIES BiLL—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour mR. ne eee an ae se 


ORDER OF SupPLY—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... i es 4 ae oe 


BusINESS OF THE HovusE—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, General 
Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest), Sir Charles Dilke, Mr. D. A. 
Thomas, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), Mr. Lough (Islington, W.), 
and Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


and Mr. Wyndham ... : 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Post OrFice Sites [ExpENSEs]—-Committee to consider of authorising the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of all sums pay- 
able by the Postmaster General under any Act of the present session to 
enable Her Majesty’s Postmaster General to acquire lands for the public 
service, and of all expenses incurred in carrying into effect the provisions 
of such Act (Queen’s Recommendation signified), To-morrow.—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Public Libraries Bill |Lorps]—Read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bill 245.]... ne 


Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill—As amended, to be printed. 
[ Bill 246.] ie ue ae af ed ref na! mf 
SUPPLY [12ra AtLotrep Day|]—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Civit SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


Cuass IV. 


1. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,585,099, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Board of Education, and of the various Establishments connected there- 
with, including sundry Grants-in-aid.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Vice-President of the Com- Mr. William Jones (Carnarvon- 
mittee of Council on Edu- shire, Arfon) ... = bes 
cation (Sir J. Gorst, Cam- Mr. Hobhouse (Somersetshire, E.) 


bridge University) cad, | 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Item A (Salaries) be 
reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary of the Vice-President of the 
Council.”——(Mr. Samuel Smith.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir J. Gorst alee 58 Mr. Flow:r (Bradford, W.) P 

Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 61 Mr. Mather (Lancashire, Rossen- 

Mr. Birrell (Fifeshire, W.) 64 dale) ... 

Mr. Hudson (Hertfordshire, Sir 2. C. Jebb (Cambr ide ge Univer- 
Hitchin) 67 sity) ... 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Sir FS. Powell (Wigan) 
Northwich)... 68 Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) .. 
Mr. Talbot (Oxford Univer- Colonel Milward (V} “arwickshire, 
sity). 69 Stratford-upon-A von)... 

Mr.’ Stuart (Shoreditch, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wi ilt- 
Hoxton)... 70 shire, Cricklade) op 

Mr. David Maclnver (Liver- Mr. Ernest Gray (West Ham, N.) 
pool, Kirkdale) ... 76 Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon, etc.) 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Nor Sir J. Gorst ... ae 
folk, N.) ie 81 . Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S. ) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 46 ; Noes,129. (Division List No. 143.) 


It being Midnight, and objection being taken to further proceeding, the 
Chairman left the chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


Cruelty to Wild Animals in we Bill—Read a second time and 
committed for to-morrow os : 


NEW BILL. 


Ecections (Hours oF POLLING ON SaturRDAYS)—Bill to amend the Law 
respecting the Hours of Polling at Elections, and to extend the Hours of 
Polling on Saturdays, ordered to be brought i in by Mr. Flower, Mr. Marks, 
Mr. Charrington, and Mr. Harry Samuel. 


Elections (Hours of Polling on Saturdays) Bill—‘“‘To amend the Law 
respecting the Hours of Polling at Elections, and to extend the Hours of 
Polling on Saturdays,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to 
be read asecond time nia peels 2nd duly, and to be a [ Bill 
247] e m i "1 ; “> , 9 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Twelve of the clock. 





COMMONS: FRIDAY, 15taH JUNE, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


pney _— and Harbour Board Bill [Lords]|—As amended, con- 
sidered. 


Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ... 


Bill to be read the third time. 
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PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the 
following Bill, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :— 
London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Railway (Abandonment). 
Ordered, That the Report | be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders és ; sts he aes ve 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Electric 
Lighting Provisional Order (No. 11) Bill ; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(Housing of Working Classes) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Order 
(Housing of Working Classes) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time upon Monday next... bak se sot sei dee 


Lambeth Water Bill—Read the thi:d time, and passed ... 


Southport and Lytham eee 3 Bill— si en’s consent ——~ read 
the third time, and passed 


British Gas Light Company (Staffordshire Potteries) Bill—-As amended, 
considered ; a Clause added ; Bill to be read the third time 


Christchurch and Bournemouth Tramways (changed from “Christ- 
church, Bournemouth, and Winton Tramways”) Bill—As amended, 
considered ; an Amendment made ; Bill to be read the third time 


Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley Water Bill—As amended, con- 
sidered ; two Clauses added ; Amendments made; Bill to be read the 


third time 


St. David’s Railway --gnaaaaa Bill—Not amended, considered ; 
be read the third time.. a 


Alexandra Park Bill ; Aston Manor Tramw ays Bill etal Read a second 
time and committed ... ‘ rit ot 


Margate Pier and Harbour Bill [Lords]; South Eastern Railway Bill [Lords]; 
Whitechapel and Bow ccumiid Bill Pace auaes a second — and 


committed 


Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company Bill [Annuities]—Committee 
to consider of authorising the payment out of the Revenues of India of any 
Annuities created under 3 any Act of the present Session to provide for the 
vesting of the undertaking of the Great Indian Peninsula Railway Com- 
pany in the Secretary of ‘State in Council of India, and of any costs, 
charges, and expenses incurred under such Act (Queen’s Recommendation 
signified), upon Monday next.—(Mr. Caldwell.) st wa 


Leith Burgh Provisional Order = eee the third see and 
passed, with Amendments... Se 


VOL. LXXXIV. [FourtH Sertss.] b 
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Local Government daira _——— — _ Read the third time, 
and passed ; , 


LonpDon (St. LUKE) PRovISIONAL ORDER—Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State for improving 
certain areas situated in the parish of St. Luke, in the county of London, 
ordered to he brought in by Mr. Jesse Collings and Secretary Sir 
Matthew White Ridley. Ordered, That Standing Order 193A be sus- 

i Mr. Jesse Collings.) 





London (St. Luke) Provisional Order Bill—‘ To confirm a Provisional 
Order made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State for 
improving certain areas situated in the parish of St. Luke, in the county 
of London,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be referred 
to 1 Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be anaes [ Bill 
248 Ke sdb ses ~ sos oe 


LonpoN (SOUTHWARK) PROVISIONAL OrDER—Bill to confirm a Provisional 
Order made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State for 
improving certain areas aituated in the parish of St. George-the-Martyr, 
Southwark, in the county of London, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Jesse Collings and Secretary Sir Matthew White Ridley. Ordered, That 
Standing Order 193A be suspended, and that the Bill be read the first 
time.—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


London (Southwark) Provisional Order Bill—“ To confirm a Provisional 
Order made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State for 
improving certain areas situated in the parish of St. George-the-Martyr, 
Southwark, in the county of London,” presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 249] A re — abt Ks 


PETITIONS. 


Companies Acts - ‘—rreebe Bill—Petition from etic in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table ni ; nN ik 
Companies Bill—Petition of the Scottish Trade Protection Society, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... wa ae as ae es - 


County Councillors (Qualification of Women) pam Bill— Petition 
from Haddington, against ; to lie upon the Table ... Ss m ; 


County Courts Bill—Petition of the Scottish Trade Protection Society, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table.. 8 : iy ah 


Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act (1886) nen Bill—Petition 
from Haddington, against ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Distress Abolition and Substitution Bill—Petition of the Scottish Trade 
Protection Society, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ei 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—Petition from ee 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ; : 


ELEMBNTAR¥: Epucation (New CopE)—Petition from Bradford, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table ... = rr sais om Me ~ 
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Factories and Workshops Bill—Petition from Islington, against ; to lie 
isb“upon the Table. 

Petition from Bolton, for alteration, to lie upon the Table 


Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) rn Bill— Petition from Glasgow, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table.. rack ab see as 


Inebriates Amendment — Bill—Petition from Ha:ldington, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table.. RP re ae a v3 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Act (1854) Amendment Bill—Petition from 
Haddington, against ; to lie upon the Table “i a es 


Land Values Taxation (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Haddington, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ee fe sia 


Licensing Acts Amendment (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Haddington, 
against ; to lie upon the Table a sea Ks = 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors)—Petitions for alteration of law, 
from Pilton ; Wakefield (two) ; and Bodmin ; to lie upon the Table 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment (No. ” Bill— 
Petition from Haddington, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


‘ 


Local Government --gepaaaadin Bill—Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table . ss ys aes sa 


Lunacy Bill—Petitions from Guildford, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


Lunacy Board (Scotland) (Salaries, etc.) Bill—Petition from Hadding- 
ton, in favour ; to lie upon the Table si 


Midwives Bill—Petitions in favour, from apie ; and Liver _ eet) to 
lie upon the Table és ad 


Petty Customs Abolition as Bill—Petition from Haddington, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table.. in 


Public Houses (Scotland) Later Opening Bill—Petition from Dumbarton, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table... ; 


Reformatory and Industrial Schools (Scotland) Bill—Petition from 
Haddington, in favour ; to lie upon the Table - ve 


Roman CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND—Petitions against establishment, 
from Grantown ; and Kingussie ; to lie upon the Table ie 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Gloucester ; Glastonbury ; os si Martock ; and East Dulwich; to lie 
upon the Table sot ms a “i fs 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions against, 
from Northwich ; Starcross; Bolton; Exeter; Ossett; Burslem ; Dews- 
bury ; Lincoln ; Plymouth ; ’ and Devo aport ; to lie upon the Table. 

Petitions in favour, from Birkenhead ; Bamber ; Bamber Bridge ; Ken- 
nington ; Glastonbury ; Pilton; West Kirby; Hoylake; Liscard ; Birm- 
ingham; Wakefield (two); Pumpsaint; Twyallanan; Cilyewm ; 
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Llansadwru ; Celnberrach ; Talsarn ; Guildford ; South Hackney ; Castle 
Cary ; Hackney ; Leamington Spa ; * Dumbarton ; Alresford ; Stratford ; 

Plymouth ; East Ham ; Bradford (seven) ; Addington and Ringstead ; 

Durdham Down; Wisbech; Shrewsbury ; Richmond ; Sittingbourne ; 

Abercanaid ; Merthyr Tydfil (five) ; Cefncoedycymer (three) ; Plymouth ; 
Rowbarton ; Taunton (five) ; Thirsk and Sowerby ; Hampstead (three) ; 
Birmingham (nineteen) ; Spitalfields ; Bethnal Green ; Lancaster ; North- 
field; Bourneville; Maidstone; Severn Street; Longbridge (two) ; 
Badsey ; Brighouse; Wisbech; Barnsley; Luton; Eccles; Chesham ; 
Preston Patrick ; Clevedon (two); Neath; Liverpool; Hereford; Edin- 
burgh (two); Croydon ; Manchester ; Brixton; Dore and Totley ; Kings- 
brompton ; Highworth ; Dresden; Dowlais (two) ; Vaynor ; Cwmaman ; 
Abernant ; Cwmbach; Aberaman (two); Lincoln (two); Troedyrhiw 
(two); Goole (two): Bennington; Lynsted; Diss; Doncaster ; Lees ; 
Acton Bridge ; Holeombe Rogus ; Topsham ; Hirwain ; Hay Hill; Bath ; 
Coleford ; Lower Weston (two); Tor; Ryhill ; Torquay ; West Melton ; 
Middlesbrough ; Cockington ; Walton Park ; Sheffield (eleven) ; Milverton; 
Martock ; Pandine; Llangewad; Bankyfelin; Kyffiig; Mydrim; New 
Wandsworth ; Oswestry ; Farnworth; Bristol (four); Hopton; Blooms- 
bury; Chorley; Yardley; Ashford; Batheaston; North Walsham ; 
Liverpool; Wrentham; New Wittingham; Willesborough ; Clifton ; 
Dorchester; Pontyclun (three) ; Bwylchygwynt ; Barry ; Weston ; 
Gorwydd ; Nottingham ; Beckenham ; Canterbury ; Barry Dock ; Walcot : 
Culmstock; Horwich; Mile End-; Aberdare (thirty-three) ; Islington ; 
Govan ; Esholt ; Manchester ; Llanddimiol ; Liscard ; Swindon ; Arnold ; 
Barnstaple ; Sheffield (two) ; Brighouse (six) ; London (three) ; Coningsby ; 

Reigate ; Northwich ; Liverpool : Edinburgh ; Shirland ; Buckhvrst Hill ; 

Stonebroom ; Allendale ; Stocksfield ; Bushey (two) ; Ywysybwl ; East 
Dulwich ; Anerley ; Pontefract ; Torquay ; Nottingham ; Southampton ; 
Ealing ; Saltash ; Bushey Heath; Ebbw Vale; Rotherham; Oswestry ; 
New Bushey : Der ‘by (two) ; Strood ; Llanfabon ; and Bunhill Fields ; to 
lie upon the Table ; ae as as 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 


favour, from Motherwell; Aberdeen ; Dundee (two) ; Perth (two) ; Glasgow 
(three) ; Liberton; Leith; Paisley ; Deerness ; Johnstone; Kilbarchan ; 
Alva; Cobden Street; Dunscore; Arbroath; Strathaven; Edinburgh 
(four); Kincardine O'Neil; Dollar; and Lanark; to lie upon the 


Table 


SoutH ArricAN War (Form or INTERCESSORY PRAYER)—Petition from 


the Protestant Church of England Union of New South W bas for with- 
drawal ; to lie upon the Table : pe aug 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Taunton ; 


Wakefield (two); Caio; Twynllanan; Cilyewm; Llansadw m ; Lian- 
fihangel Aberbythych ; Glastonbury Dumbarton ; Stratford ; Barking : 
Guildford; Plymouth; Highwortn; Manchester; Lees; Castleford ; 
Islington; Sheftield; Pandine; Neath; Pontynyswen; Llanfihangel 
Abercowin ; Kyffig ; Exeter ; Mydrim ; Birmingham ; North W alsham ; 
Dundee; Eccles; Strood ; Lewes ; St. Ives; Hull; Gloucester ; Long- 


bridge (two); Luton ; Chesham ; Liverpool ; Southport ; Wellington ; 


Clevedon ; Hereford ; E idinburgh : Croydon ; Northumberland ; Elim ; 

Swindon ; Macclesfield ; Bargoed ; Yny sybwl ; Caerphilly ; : Ystradmynach ; ; 

Stonebroom ; Tregaron ; Bridgend ; Ebbw Vale; Llantrissant ; Bath 

(two) 5 Pembroke Dock ; ‘Risca ; ; Bodmin ; and Osw westty 5 to lie 7 the 
able ; 
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Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Caio; Twynllanan ; Cilyewm; Llansadwrn ; Islington ; Llantihangel 
Aberbythych ; Llanddansant ; Pandine ; Ponty nyswen ; Bankyfelin ; 
Kyfiig ; Mydrim ; Llanddimiol ; Ynysybwl ; Ebbw Vale ; Llantrissant ; 
and Cadoxton ; to lie upon the Table ae ae ae ios an 


Teinds (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Haddington; in favour; to lie upon 
Table is ae iis beh sta bis oi ss 3 


Town Councils Scotland Bill—Petition from Perth, against ee d altera- 
tion of Clause 109 ; to lie upon the Table ; sibs ; 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EXPERIMENTS ON LiviNG ANIMALS— Motion made, for an Address for “ Re- 
turn showing the number of Experiments performed on Living Animals 
during the year 1899 under Licences granted under the Act 39 and 40 Vie. is 
e. TT, ‘distinguishing Painless from Painful Experiments (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 215, of Session 1899.” —(lfr. Jesse Collings.) 


Mr. Jon Ellis ( Nottingham- The Under Secretary of Stute for 
shire, Rusheliffe) ... 136 the Home Department (Mr. Jesse 
Collings, Bis laid, Bordesley) 


Motion agreed to. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) ee oe =e 14th June] to be printed. 
[No. 205] a ah as a es 


Lonpon County Git ite sill of Returns relating to the Council 
up to 31st March, 1900, with Estimate of Expenditure for the year end- 
ing 31st March, 1901 (by Aes to lie — the —_ and to be ne 
[No. 206] sp : 


SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1884—Copy saat of Treasury Minute, dated 25th 
May, 1900, declaring that Mr. John Roberts, Turnkey, Consular Gaol, 
Yokohama, Consular Service was appointed without a Civil Service certifi- 
cate through inadvertence on the part of the Head of his Fh soe apang [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ... , ek oo a 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 4th 
June, 1900, declaring that Mr. James Alfred Dawson, Rural Postman, 
Post Office Department, was appointed without a Civil Service certificate, 
through inadvertence on the part of the Head of his Department [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ... “a nn Tae 


SUPERANNUATIONS—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 6th June, 
1900, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the 
Office of Sanitary Surveyor under the Board of Trade (Mercantile Marine 
Services), professional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be 
acquired in the public service are art [by mele to lie upon the 
Table . : ; : aa ah Nor 


East [NDIA (PROGRESS AND anaes Copy presentel, of Statement ex- 
hibiting the Moral and Material Progress and Condition of India during 
the year 1898-9. Thirty-fifth Number [by Act]; to lie upon the Table .. 


VoLunTAarY SCHOOLS ACT, 1897 (AssoctaTions)—Copy presented, of List of 
(1) Associations constituted under The V oluntary Schools Act, 1897 ; (2) 
Associated Schools and Amounts of Aid Grant paid ; and (3) Unassociated 
Schools and Amounts of Aid Grant si 1899-1900 ; to lie upon the 
Table ot sas sas a 
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Loca, TAXATION LICENCES, 1899-1900—Return ordered, “of the amount 
received in respect of each Administrative County and County Borough in 
England and Wales for Local Taxation Licence Duties and penalties, under 
the Local Government Act, 1888, in the jek ended the 31st ‘esa of March, 
1900.”—(Mr. 7. IV. Russell.) .. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders + (io, 2) Bill—Copy wtih “of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill.” —(Mr. Ritchie.) :. as Pre vis ans ea 


Gas Orders Confirmation ie. 1) Bill—Copy ordered, “‘of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill.’"—(Mr. Ritehie.) 


Trustee Savincs Bank—Return ordered, “(1) from each Savings Bank in 
England and Wales, Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, con- 
taining, in columns, the names of the Officers, their respective salaries, and 
other allowances, if any ; the amount of security each gives ; the annual 
expenses of management, inclusive of all payments and salaries, for the 
year ended the 20th day of November, 1899 ; the rate per centum per 
annum on the capital of the bank for the expenses of management ; the 
rate of interest paid to depositors on the various amounts of deposit, and 
the average rate of interest on all accounts; the number of accounts re- 
maining open ; the total amount owing to depositors ; the total amount 
invested with the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt ; 
the balance in the hands of the treasurer at the 20th day of November, 
1899 ; the total amount of the separate surplus fund on the 20th day of 
November, 1899; other assets, including estimated value of bank 
premises, furniture, etc. ; the total assets; the total amount of Govern- 
ment stock standing to the credit of depositors ; the number and amount 
of annuities granted ; and the average cost of each transaction ; also the 
year in which business commenced in each bank, and the name of the day 
or days, and the number of hours in the week, on which the banks are 
open for the deposit and withdrawal of moneys; including in such a 
Return a list of all such savings banks as, under the provisions of the Act 
26 Vic. c. 14, or otherwise, have been closed and have transferred their 
funds, or any part thereof, to the Post Office Savings Banks ; showing, in 
each case, the number of such banks, as well as the number and amount. 
of depositors’ accounts so transferred, and the amount of compensation, if 
any, made to all or any of the officers of such banks respectively, and 
showing also the years in which such banks were respectively opened and 
closed, and the number and amount of their depositors’ balances, and the 
number of days and hours in each week on which the same banks were 
open for public business at the close of the year next preceding the date 
of such closing ; distinguishing the same, as in the form of the Return, for 
each separate county, as well as collectively, for England and Wales, 
Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel Islands, and for the United Kingdom ; 
and (2) for the year ending the 20th day of November, 1899, showing the 
total number of depositors in trustee savings banks ; the total number of 
deposits ; the average amount of each deposit account ; the average sums. 
paid in end drawn out ; the total number of persons who have deposited 
in single sums the entire amount allowed to be deposited during the year 
(in continuation of Parliamentary — No. 297, of Session eer 
(Sir John William Maclure)... . , - 


QUESTIONS. 
SouTH AFRICAN War—SIEGE OF LADYSMITH—DISAPPEARANCE OF STORES— 
Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 
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LADYSMITH—Sir G. WHITE’s DrEsPATCHES—Question, Mr. Lafone (South- 
wark, Bermondsey) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham = es LW 


ALLEGED CLAIM ON THE Mayor oF LaDYSMITH—Question, Mr. Bartley 
(Islington, N.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) . sp he ne a 


ALLEGED OUTRAGES ON BOER FEMALES BY BritisH Troops—Question, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee ar 


JAMESON Rap ee ee Sir means Gurdon ne N.); 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain .. ae : ime 


RESIGNATION OF THE CAPE MINISTRY—Question, Mr. John Ellis (2 en 
shire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain aes sie us 


ALDERSHOT MANC&UVRES —HEAT FATALITIES—ARMY CLOTHING—Questions, 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.), Sir Edward Gourley (Sunderland), 
Major Rasch (Essex, $.E.), Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.), Mr. 


Bartley (Islington, N.), Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich), Sir 


Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central), Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, W.), 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), and Sir J. Kennaway on 
Honiton) ; Answers, Mr. W yndham... ; mi" a Co e 


VOLUNTEERS—PAYMENT OF CAMP ALLOWANCES—LEAVE TO GOVERNMENT 


“ae ea aga Mr. Boscawen sig errr Answer, Mr. 


Wyndham 


VOLUNTEER EMERGENCY PROPOSALS—Question, Mr. Boscawen; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham is Sa ro si se isi sad 


MOUNTED INFANTRY VOLUNTEERS—CAMP ALLOW ences Mr. 
Boscawen ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ‘ Son is a are 


H.M.S. “ Evropa ”—BELLEVILLE BorLers—Question, Mr. Allan (Gateshead) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, Hanover Square) 


Matta—Tunny NET “apelin a Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien wees Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain : os 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL—THE APPEAL CLAUSES—Questions, Mr. 
Hogan (Tipperary, re and Mr. William Redmond; Answers, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain HAs 


TONGA—BRIT&sH PROTECTORATE—Question, Mr. Hogan; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain : as ee i ae Kas 7 


ZANZIBAR—CHURCH MISSIONARY STATION AT RABAIS—Question, Mr. Duck- 
worth (Lancashire, Middleton) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


InpIA—BRITISH CAVALRY CARBINES—Question, Sir Charles Dilke ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing)... 


INDIAN FAMINE AND PLAGUE STATISTICS—SUGGESTED RoyaL CoMMISSION— 
PARLIAMENTARY GRANT, ETC.—Questions, Mr. James O’Connor, Mr. 
William Redmond, and Sir William Wedderburn (Banffshire) ; Answers, 
Lord G. Hamilton and the First Lord of the Treasury a A. J. Balfour, 

Manchester, E.) 
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NATIONAL GALLERY—PRECAUTIONS AGAINST FIRE—Questions, Lord Balcarres 
(Lancashire, Chorley), Mr. Middlemore (Birmingham, N.), and Dr. Farqu- 
harson (Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answers, The First Commissioner of Works 


(Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’ 8) i a ie < 
BusINEsS OF THE HovsE—Question, Mr. William Redmond; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ... cas ee nie sai wat a ike -« woe 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES)—Mr. HALsEy reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on ‘Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures: Mr. Munro Ferguson (added in respect of 
the Agricultural Holdings Bill) ; and had appointed in substitution: Sir 
William Weaderburn. Report to lie upon the Table __... os - 1859 


SUPPLY [13TH ALLotrep Day]—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowTHER (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


CrviL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


Crass IV. 
1. £5,585,099, to complete the sum for Board of Education. 
DISCUSSION :— 2 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Lord Balcarres ( Lamveshies, 
Boroughs) 160 Chorley) 173 
Mr. Carvell Williams (Not- Mr. Labouchere (Northanipton) .. 175 
tinghamshire, Mansfield) 161 Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Northwich) ... 176 
Boroughs) 164 Mr. Morrell (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) 166 stock) .. = 177 
The Vice-President of the Com- Mr. Carvell Williams... 178 
mittee of Council on Edu- Mr. Lawrence aiepait Aber- 
cation (Sir J. Gorst, Cam- cromby) : 178 
bridge University) — Sir J. Gorst... Xe ~~» ee 
Mr. Herbert Lewis... oo ie 
Vote agreed to. 
3. £86,280, to complete the sum for British Museum. 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. WilliamRedmond (Clare, Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ... 187 
E. bes sie cae, ew Mr. Lecky (Dublin wep pit 188 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (L _ Mr. Gibson Bowles... 188 
Regis) ... 182 The Secretary to the Treasur ry 
The First Lord of ‘the ‘Trea- (Mr. Hanbury, Preston)  ... 189 
sury (Mr. A. J. —s Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Will- 
Manchester, E.)... in shire, Cricklade) ee saa 
Lord Balcarres ... << Mr. Gibson Bowles... io! 
Mr. William Redmond ... 186 Sir F. 8. Powell (Wigan) .. 190 


Mr. Stanley = Leighton 
(Shropshire, Oswestry) ... 186 


Vote agreed to. 
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3. £8,374, to complete the sum for National Gallery. 
4. £2,520, to complete the sum for National Portrait Gallery. 
157 
5. £4,967, to complete the sum for Wallace Collection. 
159 6. £35,724 to complete the sum for Scientific Investigation, etc 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Gibson Bowles... sae Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.)  ... 193 
Lord Balearres... ~~ J Mr, A. J. Balfour me os 499 
Mr. Hanbury ais << -— 
Vote agreed to. 
59 
ad 7. £67,500, to complete the sum for Universities and Colleges, Great 
Britain, and Intermediate Education, Wales. 
DIscussION :— 
Sir F. S. Powell ... - 194 Mr. Hanbury... i. ao 
Mr. Stuart.. : ing Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 207 
Sir J. Leng (Dundee) 20 Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hoxton)... 209 
Mr. Allan (Gateshead) ... 202 Mr. Caldwell... “a .. 210 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mr, Stuart Wortley (Sheffeld, 
Mid) ... _ ... 203 Hallam)... ens ... 210 
Mr. James A. Campbell 
(Glasgow and Aberdeen 
Universities)... 205 
17 
175 Vote agreed to. 
76 8. £5 to complete the sum for London University. 
177 Ciass V. 
78 9. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
n £255,384, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
78 defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
78 ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Expenses of Her Majesty’s 
Embassies and Missions abroad, and of the Consular Establishments 
abroad and other Expenditure chargeable on the Consular Vote.” 
Earl Percy... dee xe. Se Mr. Gibson Bowles... ion S08 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“* That Item P (Salaries of the 
General Consular Service) be reduced by £100, in respect of the salary of 
87 the Agent and Consul General at Zanzibar.” —(Sir Charles Dilke.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
| Mr. J. A. Pease (Northum- The Under Secretary of State for 
89 berland, Tyneside) ss wae Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, 
, Mr. Bayley eer Surrey, Guildford) ... «. 233 
89 Chesterfield)... 222 Sir H.  Campbell-Bannerman 
89 Mr. Duckworth (Lancashire e, (Stirling Burghs)  ... 238 
90 Middleton) a 225 Commander Bethell (Ye orkshire, 
E.R., Holderness)... 240 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 39 ; Noes, 94. (Division List No. 144). 
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Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. Elliot (Durham) .. 243 Mr. Brodrick 


Question put, and agreed to. 


10. £167,186, to complete the sum for Uganda, Central and East 
Africa Protectorates, and Uganda Railway. 


Sir Charles Dilke ... .. 244 Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, 
Mr. Brodrick ore .. 244 : i em ks ses nee 


Vote agreed to. 
11. £256,955, to complete the sum for Colonial Services. 
Sir Charles Dilke ... ... 245 Mr. A. J. Balfour 
Vote agreed to. 
12. £1,000, to complete the sum for Cyprus (Grant-in-aid). 
Mr. Pierpoint (Warrington) 245 The Secretary of State for the 


Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) ... on 


Vote then agreed to. 


13. £14,350, to complete the sum for Subsidies to Telegraph 
Companies. 


Sir Charles Ditke ... .. 248 Mr. Hanbury 


Vote agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again: 
upon Monday next. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That this House do now adjourn ”—(J/r. 
Balfour)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at Eleven of the clock till Monday next- 





LORDS: MONDAY, 18TH JUNE, 1900. 


Lorp IncHiQgu:N—Petition of Lucius William, Baron Inchiquin in the Peerage 
of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the elections of Representative Peers 
for Ireland ; read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor to consider and 
report thereupon to the House 


New Peer—The Right Honourable Sir Richard Everard Webster, G.C.M.G., 
late Her Majesty’s Attorney General, Keeper or Master of the Rolls and 
Records of the Court of Chancery in England, having been created Baron 
Alverstone of Alverstone in the Isle of Wight and county of Southampton 
—was (in the usual manner) introduced re i - 
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REPRESENTATIVE PEERS FOR IRELAND—Writs and Returns electing the Vis- 
count Frankfort de Montmorency a Representative Peer for Ireland in the 
room of the late Lord Inchiquin, deceased ; with the Certificate of the 
Clerk of the Crown in Ireland annexed thereto. Delivered (on oath), and 
Certificate read sas ie nts sas ih Ws 


SaT F'trst—The Marquess of Winchester sat first in Parliament after the 
death of his brother ... sgh 


Took THE OaTH—The Viscount Frankfort de Montmorency took the Oath... 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :-—Bradford Corporation, Great Western Railway, Baker 
Street and Waterloo Railway. Also the Certificates that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the following Bills :—Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 3), Metropolitan Common Scheme (Petersham) 
Provisional Order. Also the Certificate that the Standing Orders appli- 
cable to the following Bill have been complied with: Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 4). And also the Certificate that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not been complied 
with :—Roe’s Patent oe for ae The same were ordered to lie on 
the Table ‘ . ns ‘A 


Workington Railways and Docks Bill as ee ordered to 
attend the Select Committee .. ; 


Morecambe Urban District oer hist Bill—-A witness ordered to 
attend the Select Committee... ; : a: 


ALEXANDRA PARK (PETITION FoR BILL); Roe’s Patent (Petition for Bill)— 
Examiner’s Certificates of non-compliance with the Standing Orders 
referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Friday next eon 


London and South Western Railway Bill—Report of Her retraces 
Attorney General received, and ordered to lie on the Table . 


North Warwickshire Water Bill—The CHAIRMAN oF COMMITTEES in- 
formed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The 
Orders made on the Ist and 28th of May last discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted for Monday next ni as 


Great Eastern Railway Bill—The Cuarrman or ComMITTEES informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The Orders 
made on the 30th of —s and the 28th of Here er last discharged, and Bill 
committed 


Walsall Corporation Bill — Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments ves id ee wii Pa a 


Widnes and Runcorn Bridge Bill—The emma consent signified ; and 
Bill reported with Amendments Lee } 


Ramsgate Corporation Improvements Bill [H.L.].-—The Queen’s consent 
signified ; ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee with Amendments 
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Nottingham Corporation Bill—Read 2+, and committed 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill—Read 24, and committed. The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection oe ine 


Lancashire, ‘ean hao — mnaaes waaiioed Bill—Read 34, and 
committed ‘ 


Liverpool Overhead satin _ - wit —Read 3%, and passed, and sent 
to the Commons , ie ee ie aay eA 


Southport Water Bill; Hastings Harbour Bill; Maidenhead Gas Bill— 
Read 34, and passed ean se ii bes 


Hoylake and West Kirby Improvement Bill ; Southport Extension and 
Tramways Bill—Read 34, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned 


to the Commons 


Farnworth Urban District Council Bill; Gas Light and Coke, Com- 
mercial Gas, and South Metropolitan Gas Companies Bill ; Halifax Cor- 
poration Bill ; Huddersfield Corporation Tramways Bill ; Jarrow and 
Hebburn Electricity Supply Bill; Kingscourt, Keady, and ‘Armagh Rail- 
way Bill ; Lambeth Water Bill ; ‘London and Saint Katherine Docks and 
East and West India Dock Companies Bill ; Metropolitan District Rail- 
way Bill; Mid-Kent Water Bill; Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light 
Railway Bill ; Portland Urban District Gas Bill ; ; South Metropolitan Gas 
Bill; Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill; Wandsworth and Putney 
Gas * Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; and referred to the 
Examiners - é : os 


Glastonbury Corporation Gas Bill—Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to ... ; i ‘as a ae = 


Leigh Burgh Provisional Order Bill [1.1. ts Returned from the Commons 
agreed to, with an Amendment 


Dorking Water Bill [H.L.] ; Fishguard Water and Gas Bill [H.L.] ; Moun- 
tain Ash Water Bill | H.L. |—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 


Amendments ... 


Manchester Ship Canal Bill [u.L.}—Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. The said Amendments considered, and 


agreed to 


Withington Urban District Council Bill [H.L.]|—Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the Lord Crofton be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the 
Lord Crawshaw ; read, and agreed to en se ia fa 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
[H.L.]; Hamilton Burgh Bill; Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw 
Tramways Bill; Airdrie, Coatbridge, and District Water Trust Bill ; 
Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Bill ; Great Northern Railway Bill ; 
Lee Conservancy Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
Earl of Buckinghamshire be proposed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the we of the Earl of Lichfield ; 
read, and agreed to ; bas “ oa des is es 
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uocal Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill—Brought from the 
Commons; read 1¢; to be printed; and referred to the Examiners. 
(No. 109) ghar TG Hele 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [u.L.]; Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [H.L.] ; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) 
Bill [u.1.]|—Committed. The Committees to be insta byt the Com- 
mittee of Selection sa var vil ‘ . ; “ai 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [w..]; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. ny Bill ~— "e Se Hoa whoo to aCommittee of the 


whole House 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.1.  eremsmag sd Tr ted 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow os 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [{u.1.]: Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 6) Bill [H.L.]; E Fraiike Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill [H.L.]-—-Read 3¢ (according to Order), and passed, and sent 
to the Commons ; <i ov ns See ae ‘ site 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


The Loxb CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the following Papers 
having been commanded to be presented to this House by Her Majesty 
had been so presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk of 
the Parliaments, pursuant to Order of the House of the 17th February, 
1896, viz. :— 

TraDE Reports—I. Annual Series—No. 2436. United States (Trade 
of the Philippine Islands, 1899). (May 31.) No. 2437, China (Pakoi) ; 
No. 2438. Italy (Genoa and District) ; No. 2439. Netherlands (Amster- 
dam) ; No. 2440. France (Pondicherry) ; No. 2441. Turkey (Beirut and 
Coast of Syria); No. 2442. Persia (Persian Gulf); No. 2443. China 
(Swatow) (June 6.) No. 2444. Japan (Yokohama) ; ag 2445. Spain 
(Bilbao and District); No. 2446. France (Dunkirk); No. 2447. Russia 
(Taganrog); No. 2448. Switzerland; No. 2449. nine (Hangchow). 
(June 11.) 

II. Miscellaneous Series.—No. 526. Shipping and shipbuilding on the 
American lakes. (May 31.) 


Matta—Ordinance No. X. of 1898 (the Contagious Diseases Law). (May 31.) 


MerropoLiraAN WATER Suppty (RoyAL ComMission)—Minutes of evidence 
taken before Her Majesty’s Commissioners appointed to inquire into the 
subject of the water supply within the limits of the Metropolitan Water 
Companies. Vol. 2. (June 6.) 


Army (VOLUNTEERS)—Annual Return for 1899. (June 7.) 


FISHERIES (SCOTLAND)—Eighteenth Annual Report of the Fishery Board for 
Scotl: ind, being for the year 1899— 
Part II. Report on Salmon Fisheries (June 8) ; 
Part III. Scientific Investigations. (June 12.) 


Local TAXATION (RoYyAL CoMMISsION)—Minutes of Evidence and Appendix. 
Vol. IV. (June 8.) 
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Board oF EpucaTtion— 
1. South-Eastern Division. General Report for the year 1899, by I. 
W. Ag me Esq., Chief Inspector. 
. East Central Division. General Report for the year 1899, by PRI 
Rev. C. Du Port, Chief Inspector. (June 8.) 

3. Report to the Board of Education of the Proc eedings of the Charity 
Commissioners for England and Wales under the Endowed Schools Acts, 
1869 to 1889, for the year 1899. (June 12.) IND 

4. Minutes sanctioning the subjects to be taught under Clause & of the 
‘Technical Instruetion Act, 1899, for the counties of— 

J. Warwick (sixth minute) ; 
II. Glamorgan (ninth minute). (June 12.) Sup 

5. Associations constituted under the Voluntary Schools Act, 1897. 

Associated schools and amounts of aid grant paid ; 
7. Unassociated schools and amounts of aid grant paid. (June 16.) 


June 
Exp 


Inp!1AN FAMINE—Papers regarding the famine and the relief operations in 
India during 1890-1900. Vol. I. British Districts. Vol. II. Native 
States. (June 15.) 


Patent OrricE—Report of the Committee appointed by the Board of Trade to 
consider various suggestions which have been made for developing the 
benefits afforded by the Patent Office to inventors. (June 15.) oo 

{risH Lanp ComMMission—l1. (Proceedings.) Return for the month of Feb- 

ruary, 1900. 2. (Rules.) Rules, dated 21st May, under the Congested 
Districts Board (Ireland) Act, 1899, section 2. (June 15.) PE 


Loan Funp Boarp (IRELAND)—%ixty-sezond Annual Report, for 1899. 
(June 15.) 


The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


bo 
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Po 


Army :—I. (Pay, Non-effective Pay, and Allowances).—List of exceptions to 
the Army Regulations sanctioned during the year ended 31st March, 1900. 
II. (Volunteer Rifle Ranges). Grants which it is proposed to make out 
of the sum of £40,000 taken for this par east in the Iasi Works Loan, Ix 
1899 , 


to 
Cu 
for) 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL Szries)—No, 2450. Germany (Grand Duchy of 
Baden). No. 2451. Spain (Canary Islands). No. 2452. Netherlands P. 
(Java). No. 2453. Tripoli. No. 2454. Brazil (Porto Alegre). No. 2455. 
Denmark. No. 2456. Turkey (Bengazi). No. 2457. China (Wuhu). 


No. 2458. Italy (Elba). No. 2459. Turkey —- No. 2460. Spain ID 
(Trade of Bare elona for the year 1899) a aS ee iy, BBS 
NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING—Annual Statement of st eal and _— 
of the United Kingdom for the year 1899 ... He . 256 H 
PusLiIn HospPiraALs—Forty-second Report of the Board of Superintendence, 
with appendices for the years 1899-]900_... ue ae. sis Jes | 0G 
‘ F 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
wane ego Surppina Acr, 1894—Orders in Council of the 15th May, 1900— L 


. Approving certain pilotage byelaws made by the Humber Pilotage 
Al extn Se 2. Reco zuising in this country certificates of free board 
(load line) issued by the Gov ernment of South Australia to vessels regis- 
tered in that colony 
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ExpLosives Act, 1875—Order in Council of the 15th May, 1900, declaring 
that acety line in admixture with air or oxygen gas shall be deemed to be 
an explosive within the meaning of the Explosive es Act, 1875 


Prisons (SCOTLAND) (DIETARIES)—Rules made by the Secretary for Scotland 
under the Prisons (Scotland) Act, 1877, establishing new rates of dietaries 
for the several classes of prisoners 


INDIA (PROGRESS ARD CONDITION)—Statement exhibiting the moral and 
material progress and condition of India during the year 1898-99. Thirty- 
fifth Number ire fas : re a: 


SUPERANNUATION—TREASURY MINUTES— 


I. Declaring that the following persons were appointed without Civil 
Service certificates through inadvertence on the part of the Heads of their 
Departments, viz. :-—John Roberts, turnkey, Consular Gaol, Yokohama 
Consular Service; James Alfred Dawson, rural postman, Post Office 
Department. 


II. Declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of 
the office of Sanitar y Surveyor under the Board of Trade (Mercantile 
Marine Services) professional or other peculiar qualifications not ordinarily 
to be acquired in the public service are required 


Lonpon County Councit—Returns relating to the Council up t» the 31st March, 
1900 ; with estimate of expenditure for the year ending 31st March, 1901 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 To 1891 (CoNDITIONAL LICENCE)—Licence 
granted by Her Majesty to Elizabeth Martin, a convict under detention in 
Aylesbury Prison, permitting the said Elizabeth Martin to be at large on 
condition that she enter the Royal Victoria Home, Horfield, near Bristol 


Poutinc Disrricts (CouNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER)—9Orlers made by 
the County Council of the County Palatine of Lancaster, dividing the 
Parliamentary divisions of Heywood, Leigh, and Stretford into convenient 
polling districts me sie vis 


INTERMEDIATE EpucaTioN (IRELAND)—Rule made by the Intermediate 


Education Board for Ireland apeeeyns the dua aces ab which examinations 
for 1900 shall be held.. 


PAWNBROKERS RETURNS (IRELAND)—Return from the City Marshal of Dublin 
for the year ended 31st December, 1899 , vee 


INCLOSURES, ETC., EXPENSES ACT, 1868—Fees to be taken in respect of 
transactions ander the Tithe and other Acts, in accordance with the 
provisions of the Inclosure, etc., Expenses Act, 1868 


Harwicu Harsour—Abstract of Accounts of receipts and expenditure of 
Harwich Harbour Conservancy Board, to 31st wai of March, 1900, with 
report on proceedings, etc. 


Fines, ETC. (IRELAND)—Abstract of the Accounts of fines accounted for by 
the Registrar of Petty Sessions Clerks for the year 1898 . 


Docs REGULATION (IRELAND) AcT, 1865—Accounts of ee and ge 
ture under the Act for the year 1899 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), nal olden to lie on the 
Table. 
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UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND Camsripce Act, 1877—Statutes made by 
the Governing Bodies of—I. St. John’s College, Oxford, on 9th December, 
1899, amending Statutes III. 1, IIL 14, V. 4 (a), and XV. 2, of the 
Statutes of the College. II. Worcester College, Oxford, on 24th January, 
1900, amending Statute III. 16 of the Statutes of the College. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 107) 


ENDOWED ScHooits Act, 1869, AND AMENDING AcTs—Scheme for the 
management of the charity of William Price, in the parish of Fareham, 
in the county of Southampton, founded by will dated 24th August, 1721. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and to be printed. (No. 108)... 


RicHMoND BripGE—Account for the year 1899. Delivered (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table a ies oN aa aad 


CutnaA—ANTI-FOREIGN DISTCRANCES—RECENT OPERATIONS—Question, The 
Earl of Kimberley ; Answer, The Prime Minister and Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Salisbury) obi 


Marriage Act Amendment Bill [.L.]—[Seconp Reapinc]—Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(The Lord Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury.) 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 
On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2“ accordingly. 


Moved, “ That the Standing Committee be negatived.”—(The Lord 
Archbishop of Canterbury.) 


The Earl of Kimberley... 264 The Earl of Halsbury 
Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Bill committed to a Committee of the whole House on Friday next. 


Burial Authorities (Cremation) Bill [Lords]—[Srconp Reapinc]—Order 
of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Lord Monkswell.) 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House. 


House adjourned at Five of the clock. 





COMMONS: MONDAY, 18TH JUNE, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivaTE Bitts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
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Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Barnsley 
Corporation Bill [Lords] ; F ishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours 
Bill [Lords] ; Glyncorrwg Urban District Council Gas Bill [Lords] ; 

Gwyrfai Rural District Council Water Bill [Lords]; Margate Corporation 
Bill beige Mersey Railway Bill [Lords]; Motherwell and Bellshill 
Railway Bill [Lords]; North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill 
[Lords] ; Rotherham Corporation Bill [Lords]; South Staffordshire Tram- 
ways Bill Saget © Westgate and Birchington Water Bill fsies. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time : 


PRIVATE BILL Petitions [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH)— 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the follow- 
ing Bill, originating in the Lords, the Standing Orders have not been com- 
plied with, viz. :—Roe’s Patent Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the sibgsaca 
be referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders ae 


PRIVATE BILus [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of 
the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have not been complied with, viz. :—North 
Eastern Railway Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the icmnsaihe be referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders ... 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz—Education Board 
Provisional Orders Confirmation (Brighton and Preston United District, 
ete.) Bill {Lords}; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(Housing of the Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill; Local Government (Ire- 
land) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time To-morrow sae van os a =a “oe 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BiLLs (No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz.— 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Perth and 
Paisley Gas Provisional Orders Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time To-morrow ‘ on xn ee: nie vs 


eirtstt-y _— ee er weal mia the third — and 
passe 2 


Gas Light and Coke, Commercial Gas, and South Metropolitan Gas 
Companies Bill—Read the third time, and passed. [New ‘Title] 


Great Berkhampstead Water Bill Ase Read the third _ and 
passed, with Amendments 


eens. stein Tramways pilin the third time, and 
passed ... 
VOL. LXXXIV. [Fourra Sears.) ¢ 
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Jarrow and Hebburn mopeaniend Supply a the third ~~ and 
passed. [New Title] .. 


Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board Bill [Lords]; Menstone Water 
(Transfer) Bill hn-tiadeliiananed the third ‘inn and hyenas, with Amend- 


ments ... 
Mid-Kent Water Bill—Read the third time, and passed 


Newport Corporation ~_ pa —Read the third nema and whasite with 
mendments ... 


Newry, Keady, and ani sonata vinnie Bill—Read the third ani 
and passed... 


Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn Urban District Gas Bill bn Read 
the third time, and passed, with Amendments , 


Portland Urban et “ aaailinaeel the third nie and Awa 
[New Title] ; , 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill; Wandsworth and sien Gas Bill—Read 
the third time, and passed “ 


Birmingham (King Edward the Sixth) Schools Bill 1 [Lords]—As 


amended, considered ; Amendments made ; Bill to be read the third time 


Blackpool, St. Anne’s, and Lytham sparsiiadel ssc amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time . 


Cowes Pier Bill [Lords]|—As amended, considered ; an Amendment made ; 
Bill to be read the third time ‘ te ee het sas as 


Great Central ey _ ‘aia Mh As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time .. : one see — jon or 


Halifax Corporation Bill—As amended, considered, Ordered, That Stand- 
ing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read the 
third time. iiliaiai renin Bill accordingly read the third time, and 


passed .. 


Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill—As amended, con- 
sidered ; Amendments made. Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 
be suspended, and that the Bill be now read the third time. —( Mr. 
Caldwell.) Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed bus 


London and Saint Katherine Docks and East and West India Dock 
Companies Bill—As amended, considered. Ordered, That Standing 
Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read the third 
time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed 


Motherwell Water ass agen arpa amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time 


Local Government — Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill; Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of Work- 
ing Classes) Bill—Read a second time, and committed... eee wee 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Read a 
second time, and committed ... > i si ass pi 8 


Great Indian Peninsular Railway Company Bill {Annuities]—Con- 
sidered in Committee. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“ That it is expedient to authorise 
the creation of Annuities to be charged on and payable out of the 
Revenues of India in lieu of the sum of money amounting to 
£34,859,217 17s. 6d. agreed upon for the purchase by the Secretary of 
State in Council of India of the undertaking of the Great Indian 
Peninsula Railway, and the payment of any costs and expenses incurred 
by the said Secretary of State under any Act of the present Session for 
vesting the said undertaking in the said Secretary of State in Council of 
India ; and also any costs, charges, and expenses of obtaining and passin 
the said Act not provided by the surplus profits arising from the said 
undertaking for the half-year ending the 30ti day of June, 1900.”—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ... bes pee aoe 
No one rising to reply :— 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question, ‘‘ That the Chairman do report 
Progress; and ask leave to sit again”—(Mr. Gibson Bowles)—put and 
agreed to. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorpS—That they have agreed to Amendment to— 
Otley Urban District Council Water Bill [Lords]; Amendments to— 
Cork, Bandon, and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords], Higham Ferrers 
Water Bill [Lords], Cleethorpes Gas Bill [Lords], Dundee Harbour Bill 
[Lords], f.ondon, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords], without 
amendment... aes “sy ca on ee obs ve Se 


Oldham Corporation Bill—Reported from the Select Committee on Police 
and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section B), with Amendments ; [Costs 
awarded]; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed “_ 


PETITIONS. 


British Museum Bill—Petition from Worcestershire, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table ris slop as ae oe be ies 


DouLaTH KHAN—Petition of Doulath Khan, for redress of grievances ; to 
lie upon the Table ‘i sis . “ap set ress 


Education (Scotland) Bill— Petitions against, from Winning Park ; 
Ardrossan ; Haddington; Stirling; Renfrew ; Pollokshaws ; Bathgate ; 
Crail; Anstruther Easter ; Kilrenny ; Dalkeith; and Aberbrothock ; to 
lic upon the Table. 

Petition from Stirling, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 
Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Executors (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table es sa abe 7 ond ee xs me 


c 2 





XXXV 


Page 


bo 
~I 
bo 


bo 
~I 
bo 





XXxvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


June 18.] 


Factories and Workshops Bill—Petitions against, from Limehouse ; and 
St. George’s, Hanover Square ; to lie upon the Table 


Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation Bill—Petition from Sheffield, 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 
Petition from Kington, in favour, to lie upon the Table... 


Lunacy Bill—Petition from Sheffield, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Public Houses (Scotland) Later aS epee from Glasgow, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table... : 


Roman CaTHoLic UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND—Petitions against establishment, 
from Brechin ; Fraserburgh ; and Montrose ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Ellwood ; Kingsclere ; Woodlands ; Bideford ; Pill ; and Holbeach ; to lie 


upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions against, 
from Wakefield’; Swansea ; and Huddersfield ; to lie upon the Table. 
Petitions in favour, from Bleashy Moor; North Willingham ; Bridg- 
water ; Exeter ; Fletchertow n; Huddersfield (four) ; Lambeth ; Birming. 
ham (three) ; Bedford ; Brixton Hill ; Louth ; Upper Norwood ; Barn- 
staple ; Woodhouse ; Hillsbro’ ; ; Spotland (two) ; ’ Rochdale ; Eceup ; Shep- 
shed ; Winchester; East Brighton ; Sheerness ; Diss ; Glasgow (two) ; 
Dewsbury (two) ; Canterbury ; ; East Cornw all ; Pill ; Gateshead-on-T yne ; 
Ipswich ; Matlock; Aberffrwd; West Norwood 2 ’ Bideford ; Durham ; 
Redhill ; Barnstaple ; Wolverhampton ; Kilmarnock ; Tulse Hill ; Apple- 
dore ; Sittingbourne ; Maryport; Clifton; Westbury Park ; Bosworth ; 
Stapleton ; Woolwich ; Howden-le-Wear ; Cleveland ; Holbeach (three) ; 
Taunton (three); Upper Bont; Muswell Hill; Golear; Delph; Bath 
(two) ; East Bristol ; Garth Maesteg ; Maesteg; Resolven ; Brighouse ; 
Queensbury ; Stratford (two) ; Liantrissant ; Barry Dock; Bristol 
(twelve) ; Luton ; St. George (two) ; Fishponds ; Shettleston ; 
Lochgelly ; Levern ; Henley ; Wells ; Scarborough; Brynam- 
man ; Llandebie (two) ; Llanedi ; Kingsclere ; Woodlands ; 
Llannon ; Stockton-on-Tees; Manordilo; Ealing; Carmarthen; New- 
castle; Barton-upon-Irwell; Barnsley (five); Rotherham; Dartford ; 
Halifax ; Ash ; Adisham ; Yardley ; Cleveland ; Uxbridge (two) ; Kings- 
down ; ‘Pontlottyn ; Hebburn Colliery ; South Shields: St. Neots ; 
Cricklewood ; Kensington ; London ; York; Bexley ; Warmley (sev en) ; 
Lonwells Green ; W armley Tower (four) ; Siston Common (three) ; 
Kingswood ; W. allsend on Tyne ; Wincobank ; St. Davids ; Folkestone ; 
Llansawel ; Llanlluan ; Gateshead ; Wigan (two) ; Sheffield (six) ; Reigate; 
Malvern ; Wrexham ; ‘and Higham-on- the-Hill ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill and Sale of 
Intoxicating Liquors to Children pempened Bill—Petition from 
Glasgow, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... ai “oe wee 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Largs; Keith; Dumfries; Dalbeattie; Campbeltown ; 
Pittenweem ; Ardrossan ; Glasgow (two) ; Aylesford ; Darvel ; Arbroath ; 
St. Andrews ; Cramond ; and Dundee (six) ; to lie upon the Table 


SoLpIERS AND SAILORS ON AcTIVE SERVICcE—Petitions for ae from 
Sheffield and Dartford ; to lie upon the Table ; os aa 
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Sunday Closin, ing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Llansawel ; Garth Maesteg; Bristol; Maesteg; Hay Mills; Kingsclere 
Woodlands ; Scarborough ; Brynamman ; ; Llandebie (two); Llanedi ; 
Manordilo ; ’ Shettleston : Northfield ; London ; Bath ; Sheffield (three) ; 
Ash ; Wallsend ; St. Neots ; Pontlottyn ; York ; Bridgwater ; North 
Wellingham ; Bleasby Moor ; ’ Hillsbro’ ; Eccup ; Birmingham ; Spotland 
(two) ; “Winchester ; Sheerness ; Rochdale ; Bedford ; Gateshead-on-Tyne ; 
South Devon; Glasgow; Redhill ; Bideford (two) ; Wolverhampton ; 
Llanbadarn Upper ; Durham ; Woolwich ; Pill ; Taunton (two) ; Brixton 
Hill; Bargoed ; Liverpool ; Pontypridd ; Higham. on-the-Hill; Llan- 
arthney : St. David's ; Gateshead ; Wrexham ; and Wigan n (wo) to lie 
upon the Table ‘ 


Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Garth Maesteg; Brynamman; Llannon; Llandebie (two) ; 
Llanedi; Manordilo; Pembroke Dock; Pen Buallt; Pontlottyn ; 
Maesteg ; Pontnewynydd ; Aberffrwd ; Upper Bont ; St. David’s; and 
Llanlluan ; to lie upon the Table... ian rae sag 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


East INDIA (PROGRESS AND ee ugnncages 15th June] to be 
printed. [No. 207] si ahs - whe 


NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING—Copy presented, of Annual Statement of 
Navigation and Shipping of the United Kingdon for the cayema 1899 [by 
Comm: and]; to lie upon the Table , 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 15th June ; Mr. Ritchie]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 208] ‘is aes ms aj ve 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 15th June; Mr. Litehie]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 209] , - aes aa < we sa 


RaiLways—Copy presented, of Report by the Board of Trade on an Appli- 
cation made during the year 1899 under the Railway Companies’ Powers 
Act, 1864, and of the Proceedings of the Board of Trade with respect 
thereto [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 210]... 


Army (Pay, Non-Errecrive Pay, AND ALLOWANCES)—Copy presented, of 
List of Exceptions to the Army Regulations sanctioned during the year 
ended 3ist March, 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... ‘ 


Army (VOLUNTEER RIFLE RAncEs)—Copy presented, of Grants which it is 
proposed to make out of the sum of £40,000 taken for this purpose in the 
Military Works Loan, 1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


EXPERIMENTS ON Livinc ANIMALS—Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address, 15th June ; Mr. Jesse Ci monn to lie — the Kian and to 
be printed. [No. 211] or ove 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SeERIES)—Copies presented, of Diplomatic 7 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2450 to 2460 [by Command] ; t 
lie upon the Table ov 83 aie re} ss Oe 
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Dustin Hosprrats—Copy presented, of Forty-second Report of the Board of 
Superintendence, with ee for the _ 1899-1900 by aeasuaeis bs 
to lie upon the Table 


Docs REGULATION (IRELAND) AcT, 1865—Account presented, of the Receipts 
and Expenditure under the Act for the year 1899 bid Act]; to lie at 
the Table, and tobe printed. [No. 212] ... 


FINES, ETC. (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Abstract Accounts of Fines 
accounted for by the Registrar of Petty Sessions Clerks for 1898 [by _ 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 213] os 


MERCHANT Suippinc Act, 1894—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
15th May, 1900, approving certain Pilotage Bye-laws made by the 
Humber Pilotage Commissioners [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council of 15th May, 1900, recognising in 
this Country Certificates of Free Board (Load Line) issued by the Govern- 
ment of South Australia to Vessels registered in that or {by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table... ous ant ae 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAMBRIDGE AcT, 1887 (Oxrorp)—Copy 
presented, of Statute made by the Governing Body of St. John’s College, 
Oxford, on 9th December, 1899, amending Statutes IIL. 1, III. 14, V. 4a, 
and XV. 2, of the Statutes of the College [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 214.] 

Copy presented, of Statute made by the Governing Body of Worcester 
College, Oxford, on 24th January, 1900, amending Statute III. 16 of the 
Statutes of the College ‘Dy a ; to lie _— the Table, and to be argo 
[No. 215] : ‘ - is os rp 


Exp.osives Act, 1875—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 15th May, 
1900, declaring that Acetylene, in admixture with air or oxygen gas, shall 
be deemed to be an explosive within the meaning of the Explosives Act, 
1875 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Navy (HyprRoGRAPHER’S Report)—Copy presented, of Report on Admiralty 
Surveys for the year 1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ah 


Care or Goop Hope Osservatory—Copy presented, of Report of the 
Astronomer to the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty for the year 
1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table sie bien nb 


Paper LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE HousE—Richmond 
Bridge.—Cash Account for the year 1899 [by Act] ot a 


East InpiA RatLways (PuRcHASE)—Address for “ Copy of any Correspon- 
dence between the India Office and the Bank of England -regarding the 
rate of interest to be adopted in the calculation of the annuities for the 
purchase of the East Indian Railway, the Eastern Bengal Railway, the 
Scinde, Punjab, and Delhi Railway, and the Great Indian Peninsula Rail- 
way, respectively. "_(Mr. Cohen)... sos Fede st 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—Copy ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders ineluded in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill."—(Mr. Ritchie) om rs ae — es _ 
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MERCHANT SHIPPING, 1899—Copy ordered, “of Tables ee the eli tiG 
of British Merchant Shipping. ”"—(Mr. Ritchie) 


MARRIAGE Act, 1898—Copy ordered, “giving the following particulars of 
the results of the Marriage Act, 1898, during the year ended the 31st day 
of March, 1900—1. Number of “registered buildings’ for which ‘ autho- 
rised persons’ have been appointed under Section 6 of the Act, classified 
according to religious denominations as follows: Wesleyan Methodists, 
Baptists, Congregationalists, other denominations; 2. Number of 

‘authorised persons’ so appointed ; 3. Number of marriages which have 
taken place under the Act ; 4. Number of cases in which there have been 
serious irregularities by ‘authorised persons’ in connection with the 
marriage certificates.” —(Mr. Price) ... de 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—SIEGE oF LADYSMITH — CLAIM AGAINST THE 
Mayor—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; oii the Under 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) : : ah 


CASUALTY List—4TH SHERWOOD ForeEsTERS MILITIA—Question, Mr. Yoxall 
(Nottingham, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; or v0 


FARQUHAR’S FARM ENGAGEMENT—STRENGTH OF THE 60TH RIFLES—Question, 
Sir Charles Dilke se sgaaaarvcnnssc Forest of — ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ‘ ‘ : Re ‘ me ‘a ig 


SETTLEMENT OF SOLDIERS IN SOUTH AFRICA AFTER THE WAR — Question, 
Mr. Arnold-Forster (Belfast, W.) ; Answer, The pepe of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, w) , 


OrFicerRs’ EstaTES AND THE DeatH DutTIES—Question, General Russell 
(Cheltenham) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the a aii M. Hicks 
Beach, Bristol, W.) ... , 


WoRKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT—EXTENSION TO NAVAL AND MILITARY 
SERVANTS—WarR RELIEF FUNDS CoMMITTEE—Questions, Mr. M‘Kenna 
(Monmouthshire, N.) and Mr. Kearley (Devonport); Answers, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)... P 


PENSIONS FOR DISCHARGED WOUNDED AND SICK PRISONERS—Questions, 
Sir J. Leng (Dundee) and Sir John Kennaway (Devonshire, seme: 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham sil x ‘ ‘ 


TRAINED Dogs FoR OUTPOST on nn General Russell ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 6 ba wie a i ou a 


RESERVE OF ARMS—Questions, Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, Devizes), Mr. 
Warner en ape ritae and Mr. Arnold-Forster ; : ageing he. Mr. 
Wyndham ; 


ALDERSHOT MAN@uUVRES—HeEat FAatAitigs—ArMy CLOTHING—Questions, 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.), Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.), 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, N.E.), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.), and Colonel pada sauce das Paisisi 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham ss 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ TRAINING eae ee Mr. Lowe (Birming- 
ham, Edgbaston) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham... det ‘ oe aie 
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CHANNEL FLEET—Visit TO SHETLAND—Question, Sir Leonard Lyell (Ork- 
ney and Shetland); Answer, The First Lord of the mead = 
Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square)... ‘ “ 





ASHANTI — NATIVE NVESTMENT OF CooMASsIE—Question, Sir E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN MOVEMENT—RECENT OPERATIONS—Question, Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) and Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ; 
Answer, The Under mea of State for gaat Affairs opmeae Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : ; 


Morocco—SuGGEsTeD EvuROPEAN INTERVENTION-—Question, Mr. Hazell 
(Leicester) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... Kee i : nee oe 


East INDIA RAILWAY CONTRACTS—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central); Answer, The Secretary of State for India nih ge G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) , . ; i 


British TRADE WITH THE SouDAN—Question, Mr. Hedderwick -.(Wick 
Burghs) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade: (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) re i238 = ne ee ce be ws 


RAILWAY COMPANIES AND PASSENGERS’ PERSONAL LUGGAGE—Questions, 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, W.R., Elland) and Sir Cameron Gull one on- 
shire, Barnstaple); Answers, Mr. Ritchie 


EDUCATION OF Poor LAW CHILDREN—Question, Mr. Trevelyan ; Answer, 
The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. re Lincolnshire, 
Sleaford) 2 six $s pu bei é 


BOARDING OvuT PAUPER CHILDREN—Question, Mr. Trevelyan; Answer, 
Mr. Chaplin , i vid sls _ ahs ve 


METROPOLITAN VEHICULAR REGULATIONS—Question, General Russell ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir M. 
White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) at af % 


REPORT OF THE CHIEF INSPECTOR OF FACTORIES—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley son e 


RoMAN CATHOLIC OPEN-AIR PROCESSIONS— DISTURBANCES AT PECKHAM-— 
Questions, Colonel Sandys and Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answers, 
Sir M. White Ridley, Mr. Wyndham, and Mr. Goschen whe sin 


UNDERGROUND ELEcrRic CABLE BETWEEN LONDON AND BIRMINGHAM— 
Question, Sir J. Leng ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) mA ae sis er! mr bad 


SunpDAy Duty IN THE Post OFrricE—Questions, Mr. Samuel Smith (Flint- 
shire) and Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) Act ScHEDULES—Question, Mr. James O'Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answer, The Chief reer for Ireland Jas G. W. 
Balfour, Lees, ‘Contral) , oe 


+ 


DuBLIN COLLEGE OF SCIENCE AND ART- = Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour _ sity ate 
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RENT CAsEs 1N County CLARE—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, 
Mr. G. W. Balfour =e ais ree ee ee a 


THE DissOLUTION—THE PARLIAMENTARY REGISTER—Question, Mr. Pickers- 
gill (Bethnal Green, S.W.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour he 


WELSH SunDAY C.osinc BiLL—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts ser 
shire, W.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour aa ade 


British MusEUM—EXTENSION OF BUILDINGS—THE British Museum BILL 
—Questions, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) and Mr. J. ee Psy 
rose) ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury and Mr. A. J. Balfour 





BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, Sir Charles 
Dilke, and Mr. Yerburgh ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour se 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That =e have agreed to the Public Health 
(Ireland) Bill ... ds ji oss wit sa Pe was 


BUSINESS OF THE HoUSE—GOVERNMENT BusINESS—Motion made, and 
Question proposed, “ That for the remainder of the session Government 
business do have precedence on Tuesday and Wednesday (except on Wednes- 
days the 20th and 27th of June), and that the prov isions of Standing Order 
No. 56 be extended to all the days of the week.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour. ) 


DISCUSSION :— 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhamp- 
(Stirling Burghs) ... 300 ton, E.) 

Mr. Jumes Lowther (Kent, The First Lord of the “Treasury 
Thanet)... 302 (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 

Sir Charles Dilke (Glouces- chester, E.) ... - 
tershire, Forest of Dean) 303 Mr. Kearley (Devonport) wee 

Mr. Courtney eres 
Bodmin) ; .» 307 


Amendment proposed-- 


“ In line 3, to leave out the word ‘ Tuesday,’ and insert the word ‘ Tuesdays ’ 
instead thereof. ”_( Mr. Channing.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘Tuesday’ stand part of the 
Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Souttar (Dumfries- Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ... 
shire) . 317 Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Mont- 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn gomeryshire) .. 
Legis) ... 319 Mr. T ritton (Lambeth, ‘No orwood) 
Mr. Herbert Roberts is (Den 
bighshire, W.) .. sas Ome 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 236 ; Noes, 118. (Division List No. 145.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 3, after the words ‘except on,’ to insert the words ‘ Tuesday the 
19th and.’” —(Mr. Edward Morton.) 
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Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. Balfour on 7 - se ose 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 93; Noes, 250. (Division List No. 146.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That for the remainder of the session Government business do 
have precedence on Tuesday and Wednesday (except on Wednesdays the 
20th and 27th June), and that the provisions of Standing Order No. 56 
be extended to all the days of the week. 


NEW BILL. 


Customs Duties (IsLe or Man)—Bill to amend the Law with respect to 
Customs Duties in the Isle of Man, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Han- 
bury and Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer. 





Customs Duties (Isle of Man) Bill—‘ To amend the Law with respect to 
Customs Duties in the Isle of Man,” presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
{ Bill 250] its she abe ap aie ses — we son 


Commonwealth of Australia Constitution Bill—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Clauses 1, 2, 3, and 4 agreed to. 
Clause 5 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 14, to leave out fron the word ‘ Notwithstanding’ to the 
word ‘State,’ in line 18, both inclusive.” —(.Wr. Secretary Chamberlain.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Haldane (Haddington- Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) — 
shire) ... 341 The Secretary of State for the 

The Attorney General (Sir Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Robert Finlay, Inverness Birmingham, W.) ... 
Burghs) 347 Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, Bodmin) 

Sir R. T. Reid (Dumfries Sir H. Campbell - Bannerman 
shire) ... 353 (Stirling Burghs) 

Sir William Anson + (Osjord Mr. Maclean (Cardiff ) 
University) ... .. 356 Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Committee report Progress, to sit again upon Thursday. 


Ecclesiastical Assessment (Scotland) Bill [Tairp Reapinc]|—Order for 
Third Reading Read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 
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Amendment proposed— 
330 we To leave out the words ‘ now read the third time,’ and add the words ‘ re- 
—" in respect of a New Clause’”—(Sir Charles Cameron)—instead 
thereof. 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘now read the third time’ stand 
part of the Question.” 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mr. J. A. Campbell (Glasgow and 
Mid) Sms .. 392 Aberdeen Universities) aoe | S90 


Question put. 
The House divided—Ayes, 145; Noes, 55. (Division List No. 147.) 
Main Question again proposed. 


Mr. Birrell (Fifeshire, W.) 379. Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) 383 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. A, Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkeud- 
Graham Murray (Bute- brightshire) nat .. 385 
shire) i ... 382 


Question put. 
The House divided: Ayes, 154; Noes, 61. (Division List No. 148.) 


533 Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Land Charges Bill [Lords]. 
Motion ‘made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill, as amended (by the 
Standing Committee), be now considered.” 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ... sos ae ves oot .- 387 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 12, to leave out from the word ‘transfer, to the end of 
Sub-section 1 of Clause 1.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of Bill.” 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs).  ... .- 389 
359 Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir Robert Finlay ... .-- 389 Mr. Caldwell... a6 a> Se 
362 
367 Bill read the third time, and passed, with Amendments. 
367 Burial Ground Bills—As amended (by the Standing Committee), considered. 
368: q q 
370) Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 11, after the word ‘board,’ to insert the words, ‘ Provided 
that where any portion of a burial ground is allotted under any Act for the use 
of any particular religious denomination, the freehold of the same shall remain 
vested in the burial authority, which shall have the same control over burials 
therein as in other parts of the burial ground, and the provisions of the 
Burial Laws Amendment Act, 1880, as amended by this Act, shall apply 
thereto.’”—(Mr. Carvell Williams.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there added.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
The Secretary of State for the Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) in a 
Home Department (Sir M. Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) ... +s 398 
White Ridley, Lancashire, Sir R. C. Jebb (Cambridge Uni- 
Blackpool) ah 394 versity) 399 


Sir FS. Powell (Wigan)... 396 Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stockton) — 399 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Another Amendment proposed-— 


“In page 5, line 25, to leave out the words ‘first day of January, one 
thousand nine hundred and one,’ and insert the words ‘day of the passing 
thereof’ instead thereof.” —({ Mr. Carvell Williams.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


Sir M. White Ridley als sil ss ih di sok ... 400 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Land Registry (New Buildings) (Re-committed) Bill—Considered in 


Committee, and reported, without amendment ; read the third time, and 


passed ... a i te im awe ane _ __ .- 401 
County Courts (Investment of Deposits) Bill [Lords|—{Szconp Reap- 
ING]—Order for Second Reading read. 
The Aitorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Inverness Burghs) — ... .. 401 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Thursday. 


Inebriates Amendment (Scotland) Bill [Lords]—{Szconp Reapina|— 
Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Amendment proposed— 
‘*To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Price (Norfolk, E.) ... 403 Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stockton).. 404 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. 
Graham Murray, Bute- 


shire)... ee .. 403 
It being Midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 


SUPPLY [15ru June|—Resolutions reported :— 
CIVIL SERVICE EsTIMATEs, 1900-1901. 
Ciass IV. 

1. “ That a sum, not exceeding £5,585,099, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Board of Education, and of the 
various Establishments connected therewith, including sundry Grants-in- 
Aid.” 
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e 

” 2. “That a sum, not exceeding £86,280, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 

97 of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 1901, for 

98 the Salaries and other Expenses of the British Museum, and of the Natural 
History Museum, including certain Grants-in-Aid.” 

399 

199 3. “That a sum, not exceeding £8,374, be granted to Her Majesty, to 


complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the National Gallery, and of the 
National Gallery of British Art, Millbank, including a Grant-in-Aid for 
the purchase of Pictures.” 


4. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,520, be granted to Her Majesty, to: 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
00 for the Salaries and Expenses of the National Portrait Gallery, including 
a Grant-in-Aid for the purchase of Portraits.” 


_ 5. “That a sum, not exceeding £4,967, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Wallace Collection (Hertford 
)1 House).” 


6. “That a sum, not exceeding £35,724, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for sundry Grants in aid of Scientific Investigation, ete., and other 
Grants.” 


7. “That a sum, not exceeding £67,500, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for Grants in aid of the Expenses of certain Universities and Colleges in 
Great Britain, and of the Expenses under the Welsh Intermediate Education 
Act, 1889.” 


8. “That a sum, not exceeding £5, be granted to her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
{ 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the University of London.” 


Cuass V. 


9. “That a sum, not exceeding £255,384, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1901, for the Expenses of Her Majesty’s Embassies and Missions 
Abroad, and of the Consular Establishments Abroad and other Expendi- 
ture chargeable on the Consular Vote.” 


10. “That a sum, not exceeding £167,186, be granted to Her Majesty 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1901, for Grants in aid of the Expenses of the British Protectorates. 
in Uganda and in Central and East Africa, under the Uganda Railway 
Act, 1896.” 
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11. “ Thata sum, not exceeding £256,955, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1901, for sundry Colonial Services, including certain Grants-in-Aid.” 


12. “That.a sum, not exceeding £1,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for a Grant in aid of the Revenue of the Island of Cyprus.” 


13. “That a sum, not exceeding £14,350, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1901, for the Subsidies to certain Telegraph Companies.” 


Resolutions.agreed to ... se 
Post OrricE Sires [ExpENsEs]—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That it is expedient to authorise 
the payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of all sums 
payable by the Postmaster General under any Act of the present Session 
to enable Her Majesty’s Postmaster General to acquire Lands for the 
Public Service, and of all expenses incurred in carrying into effect the 
Provisions of such Acts.” —(Mr. Hanbury.) 


Whereupon Motion made, and Question, ‘“‘That the Chairman do 
report Progress, and ask leave to sit again ”—(Mr. Caldwell)—put, and 
agreed to. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to morrow 


Executors (Scotland) Bill—Read a second time, and committed to the 
Standing Committee on Law, ete. 1° XS btn jee sais 


District Councillors and Guardians (Term of Office) Bill—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stock- The Secretary to the Local Govern- 
ton) ans ee » 407 ment Board (Mr. T. W. Russell, 
Mr. Butcher (York) » 407 Tyrone, S.)... ie sh 


Second Reading deferred till to-morrow. 


NEW BILLS. 


Jurors’ PaAyMENT—Bill to regulate the summoning and payment of jurors, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Fortescue Flannery, Sir Alfred Hickman, 
Mr. Crombie, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. M‘Ghee, Mr. Galloway, Mr. Emmott, Sir 
Edwin Durning-Lawrence, Mr. Flower, and Mr. Greville. 


Jurors’ Payment Bill—“To regulate the summoning and payment of 
jurors,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday, 2nd July, and to be printed. [Bill 251]... ; sin ve 


BoaRDS OF GUARDIANS (MAGISTRATES) — Bill to constitute as ex-officio 
Magistrates the Chairmen of Boards of Guardians, ordered to be brought 
in by Sir Fortescue Flannery, Mr. Fenwick, Mr. Heath, Mr. Galloway, Sir 
Edwin Durning-Lawrence, Mr. Flower, and Mr. Greville. 
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Boards of Guardians (Magistrates) Bill—‘“To constitute as ex-officio 
Magistrates the Chairmen of Boards of Guardians,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 2n3 July, and to 
be printed. [Bill 252] _ -_ ee aad ath eve ove 


Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve of the clock. 





LORDS: TUESDAY, 19TH JUNE, 1900. 
The EArt of MortEy—Sat Speaker. 


Sat First—The Duke of Argyll sat first in Parliament after the death of his 
father vee at ose ove at ove * ove ooo 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp SPEAKER acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :—Ilfracombe Improvement ; London County Council (Im- 
provements). And also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applic- 
able to the following Bills have been complied with :—Buenos Ayres and 
Rosario Railway [H.L.]; Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited [H.L.]. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table fi ss re is 


Charing Cross and Strand Electricity Supply Bill—A petition of Sir 
‘Prior Goldney, Remembrancer of the City of London, praying for leave 
to present a petition of the Corporation of London praying to be heard 
by counsel against the Bill although the time limited by Standing Order 
No. 93 for presenting such petition has expired ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table ; and Standing Order No. 93 to be considered on Thursday 
next in order to its being dispensed with in respect of the said petition... 


Aberdeen Corporation Tramways Bill—The CHAIRMAN oF CoMMITTEES 
informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The 
Orders made on the 18th and 25th of May last discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted ... sae ‘ay ane se + as ‘ch ae 


South Shields Corporation Bill [H.L.]—Reported with Amendments 


North British Railway Bill [1.L.]—Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments _.... ‘ihe dis és ne a3 a ate 

Withington Urban District Council Bill [1.L.]—Reported with Amend- 
ments ... ea as nee es st tee iia ae a” 

Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.]|—Reported from the Select Com- 
mittee without amendment, and committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Friday next . ae 


City of London Electric Lighting Bill—Read 2%, and committed an 
Aberdeen Police and Improvement Bill ; Charing Cross and Strand Elec- 


tricity Supply Bill—Read 2¢, and committed. The Committces to be pro- 
- posed by the Committee of Selection sg ve se 4a pos 
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Latimer Road and Acton Railway Bill—Read 2*, and committed 


South-Eastern Metropolitan Tramways Bill; East London Water Bill— 
Read 27, and committed. The Committees t» be proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Selection $s in ne bes is 


City of London (Various Powers) Bill—Read 2%, and committed. The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection se 


Liverpool Corporation Bill—Read 2, and committed 
Wolverhampton Gas Bill—Read 2+, and committed for Monday next 


London and South Western Railway Bill—Read 2*, and committed. The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection.. 


Glasgow Building Regulations Bill [u...]; Bury and District Water 
ransfer) Bill [H.L f Sheffield Corporation Bill —— — ud 3¢, and 
passed, and sent to the Commons : sais 


Salford Corporation Bill [H.1.]; Glasgow District Tramways Bill [1.1.] ; 
Dublin, Wicklow, and W; exford Railway Bill [H.L.]; Preston Corporation 
Bill [H.L.]—Read 3¢, and passed, and sent to the Commons ; ‘e 


Central London Railway Bill—Read 3+, and passed 


Stockport Corporation Tramways Bill; Wakefield Corporation Market 
Bill—Read 34, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons ” - - + 


Ossett Corporation Gas Bill—Read 3+, with the Amendments ; further 
Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons ... ose 


Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill—Read 37, with the Amendments, 
and passed, and returned to the Commons ... ; , 


British Gaslight Company (Staffordshire Potteries) Bill; Lancaster 
Corporation Bill ; Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley Water Bill ; Saint 
David’s Railway Abandonment Bill ; West Bromwich Corporation Bill— 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; and referred to the Examiners ... 


Great Berkhampstead Water Bill [1.L.] ; Menstone Water (Transfer) Bill 
i .L.] ; Newport Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn 
rban District Gas Bill {H.L. |—Returne ‘from the Commons agreed to, 

with Amendments is re abs oe si ns 


Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board Bill [H.L.] — Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amendments con- 
sidered, and ‘agreed to. 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill (1... Sigua 3a onesies to ein 
and passed, and sent to the aa _ 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Prisons (SCOTLAND)—Report of the Departmental Committee on rae: 
Prisons ; with minutes of evidence, appendices and index .. 
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NATIONAL PorTRAIT GALLERY—Forty-third Annual Report of the Trustees 
of the National Portrait Gallery, 1899-1900 


BoarD oF Epucation (NortH-WeEsTERN Diviston)—-General Report for the 
year 1899, by the Rev. F. F. Cornish, Chief Inspector Sint a 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to-lie on the Table. 


InDIA (LOANS Ratsep IN INDIA)—Return of all loans raised in India under 
the provisions of any Acts of Parliament chargeable on the revenues of 
India outstanding at the commencement of the half year ended on the 
31st March, 1900, with the rates of interest and total amount se haus 
thereon, ete. ? Fa ee os a ae eh ae 


SUPERANNUATION—Treasury Minute dated 30th May, 1900, declaring that for 
the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the offices of (i) Junior 
Inspector, and (2) Instructor in the Royal College of Art, Board of Educa- 
tion, South Kensington, professional or other peculiar qualifications not 
ordinarily to be acquired on the public service are required 


RaILwAy CoMPANIES Powers Act, 1864— Report by the Board of Trade on 
an application made during the year 1899 under the Act, and of the 
proceedings of the Board of Trade with respect thereto 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


EpucaTion—Return of the various Voluntary Schools Associations in England 
and Wales, with the number of children in average attendance in the 
schools in each Association, differentiating between rural and urban schools, 
and showing the total amount of Aid Grant allotted in respect of each 
class of schools ; and further giving the rate of Aid Grant per head of 
average attendance, and the gain or loss to each Association under the 
present differential mode of allotment as compared with an allotment of 
5s. per child in all schools ; ordered to be laid before the House.—-(Z'/he 
Lord Heneage) ... ; ~ 3 

Naval Reserve (Mobilisation) Bill—{Seconp Reapine]. Order of the 
Day for Second Reading read. 


Moved, ‘‘That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(Lhe Euil of 
Hopetoun.) 


Earl Spencer... . 413 The Eurl of Hopetoun 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House. 


County Councils (Elections) Act (1891) Amendment Bill—House in 
Committee (according to Order). Bill reported without Amendment ; 
and re-committed to the Standing Committee i re ie 


Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’s Sister) Bill [H.L.]—House in 


Committee (according to Order). 
Clause 1 :— 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 7, to leave out ‘ between a man and his deceased 
wife’s sister ’; and in line 9, after ‘ possession’ to insert ‘between a man and 
his deceased ’ wife’s sister, beth being domiciled therein.’”—-(Lord James of 
Hereford.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
VOL. LXXXIV. [Fourru Seris.] d 
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Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 agreed to. 


Standing Committee negatived. The Report of Amendments to be 
received on Thursday next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. We 
oer ps re 08 one ves - 


Land Charges Bill [H. yeaa from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments ... “a fas ‘ bik 


Burial Grounds Bill. (No. 111); Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill. 
(No. 112)—Brought from the Commons ; read 1%; and to be printed 


Land Registry (New Buildings) Bill—Brought from the Commons; 
read 1; to be printed ; and referred the Examiners. (No. 113) en 


The House adjourned at a quarter before Five of the clock. 





COMMONS: TUESDAY, 19TH JUNE, 1900, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT ProvISIONAL ORDER BILLS—SuGGESTED DISTINCTIVE 
TITLES—On the Order for the Second Reading of a number of Local 
Government Provisional Order Bills, 


Mr. Sydney Burton (Tower Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Humlrts, Poplar) 416 Forest of Dean) is 
The Secretary to the Local 
Government Board (Mr. 
T. W. Russell, Tyrone, 8.) 416 


Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company Bill [Annuities]|—Con- 
sidered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That it is expedient to authorise 
the creation of Annuities to be charged on and payable out of the Revenues 
of India in lieu of the sum of money amounting to £34,859,217 17s. 6d. 
agreed upon for the purchase by the Secretary of State in Council of India 
of the undertaking of the Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company, and 
the payment of any costs and expenses incurred by the said Secretary of 
State under any Act of the present session for vesting the said under- 
taking in the said Secretary of State in Council of India ; and also any 
costs, charges, and expenses of obtaining and passing the said Act not 
provided by the sur plus profits arising from the said undertaking for the 
half year ending the 30th day of June, 1900.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lymn Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 
Regis) .. 417 Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, 
The Rentihes y of State for Rusheliffe) oe coe 
India (Lord G. Hamilton, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 


Middlesex, Ealing) .» 418 


Question put, and agreed to, 
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Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the creation of Annuities 
to be charged on and payable out of the Revenues of India in lieu of 
the sum of money amounting to £34,859,217 17s. 6d. agreed upon for 
the purchase by the Secretary of State in Council of India of the under- 
taking of the Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company, and the payment 
of any costs and expenses incurred by the said Secretary of State under 
any Act of the present session for vesting the said undertaking in the 
said Secretary of State in Council of India ; and also any costs, charges, 
and expenses of obtaining and passing the said Act not provided by the 
surplus profits arising from the said undertaking for the half-year ending 
the 30th day of June, 1900.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Resolution te be reported To-morrow. 


British Gas Light Company (Staffordshire Potteries) Bill ; Rickmans- 
worth and Uxbridge Valley Water Bill ; Saint David’s Railway (Abandon- 
ment) Bill—Read the third time, and passed mu sak oi ska 


Lancaster Corporation Bill—As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Queen’s consent signified. Bill read the third time, and passed ... 
West Bromwich Corporation Bill—As amended, considered. 


A Clause added. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Brighton and 
Preston United District, &c.) Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, 
and committed Te A Je Us Bs ee ros tes 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Work- 
ing Classes) (No. 2) Bill—Read a second time, and committed 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bili; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 12) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 
13) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill; Perth and Paisley Gas 
Provisional Orders Bill—Read a second time, and committed _... i 


Electric = Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—Read a second time, 
and committed... ie per ie ai iis isi os aa 


Lonpon (St. MARYLEBONE) PROVISIONAL ORDER—BIill to confirm a Provi- 
sional Order made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of State 
for the improvement of a certain area situated in the Parish of St. Mary- 
lebone, in the County of London, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jesse 
Collings and Secretary Sir Matthew White Ridley. Ordered, that Stand- 
ing Order 1934 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read the first 
time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
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London (St. Marylebone) Provisional Order Bill—‘“ To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secretaries of 
State for the improvement of a certain area situated in the Parish of St. 
Marylebone, in the County of London,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 253] bs a Be $s! S.of? oe 


Railway Bills (Group 7)—Mr. Ho.Lianp reported from the Committee on 
Group 7 of Railway Bills, That Mr. Cameron Corbett, one of the Members 
of the said Committee, was not present during the sitting of the Com- 
mittee this day. Report to lie upon the Table _... ‘irs se — #2 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill ; Belfast and County Down Rail- 
way Bill—Reported, with Amendments. Reports to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed __... dba a Ks = wi ee vik 


PRIVATE BiLts (Group J)—Colonel GUNTER reported from the Committee 
on Group J of Private Bills, That Mr. Coghill, one of the Members of the 
said Committee, was not present during the sitting of the Committee 
this day. Report to lie upon the Table _.., ‘i id sh ... 423 


PrivaATE Bitts (Group D)—Mr. ALEXANDER HARGREAVES Brown reported 
from the Committee on Group D of Private Bills, That Mr. Murnaghan, 
one of the Members of the said Committee, was not present at the sitting 
of the Committee this day. Report to lie upon the Table bas -. 42% 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS :— 

That they have agreed to—Southport Water Bill, Hastings Harbour 
Bill, Maidenhead Gas Bill, without amendment. Hoylake and West 
Kirby Improvement Bill, Southport Extension and Tramways Bill, with 
Amendments. 

That they have agreed to Amendments to—Manchester Ship Canal 
Bill [Lords], without Amendment, 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, ‘“ An Act to contirm a Provisional 
Order made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Water Works 
Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Dungannon Gas.” Gas Orders Confirma- 
tion (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Barmouth, Brecon, Clacton, Cleckheaton, Hythe, Liver- 
sedge, Llandilo, Ramsgate, Romford, and Sandgate.” Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, and the Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, relating to Broughty 
Ferry, Dunblane, and Wormit and Woodhaven.” Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No.8) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to authorise the Liverpool Overhead 
Railway Company to make certain new railways ; and for other purposes.” 
Liverpool Overhead Railway Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to amend and extend the provisions of 
the Glasgow Police Acts, 1866 to 1899, relating to streets, sewers, and 
buildings.” Glasgow Building Regulations Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, ‘An Act to constitute and incorporate a Joint 
Water Board consisting of representatives from the councils of the respec- 
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tive boroughs of Bury, Haslingden, and Rawtenstal!, and the urban dis- 

tricts of Radcliffe, Ramsbottom, Little Lever, Whitefield, and Tottington, 

and tke rural district of Bury, all in the county palatine of Lancaster ; and 

to transfer to and vest in such Board the water undertaking of the Bury 
Corporation ; and for other purposes.” Bury and District Water (Transfer) 

122 Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, ‘An Act to extend the boundaries of the city of 
Sheffield ; to consolidate certain of the townships within the said city ; to 
empower the Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens of the said city to construct 
199 additional lines of tramways and to execute various street widenings and 

ssi other works ; to make further and better provision for the improvement, 
health, and good government of the city; and for other purposes.” 
Sheffield Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


193, Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the borough of Salfurd to make street improvements, to con- 
struct sewers, and to raise additional moneys by mortgage and by the 
creation and issue of stock, and to make further provisions for the good 
government of the borough.” Salford Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


123 Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to incorporate the Glasgow District 
Tramways Company, and to empower that Company to make and maintain 
Tramways; and for other purposes.” Glasgow District Tramways Bill 


{ Lords). 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to confer further powers on the Dublin, 
Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Company for making works and acquir- 
ing lands, and raising and applying capital moneys, and other matters 
relating to their several undertakings ; and for other purposes.” Dublin, 
Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to alter the numbers and boundaries 
of the wards of the borough of Preston, and to enable the Mayor, Alder- 
men, and Burgesses of the said borough to reconstruct their existing, and 
to construct additional tramways in and adjacent to the borough ; and to 
make further provisions for the good government of the borough.” Preston 
Corporation Bill [Lords] sia wa ee ie sa) a -. 433 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]—Read the first time. 
Referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 254] ... aed on le noe a ot ae 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords]—Read the 
first time. Keferred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 255.] bas ish ™_ vis phe we 425 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [Lords]—Read the 
first time. Referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 256.] ... ies dias bas as me = 425 


Liverpool Overhead Railway Bill [Lords] ; Glasgow Building Regulations 
Bull [Lords] ; Bury and District Water (‘l'ransfer) Bill [Lords]|—Read the 
first time ; and reterred to the Examiners of Petitions tor Private Bills... 425 


Sheffield Corporation Bill [Lords]; Salford Corporation Bill [Lords]; 
Glasgow District Tramways Bill [Lords] ; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway Bill [Lords]; Preston Corporation Bill [Lords]—Read the first 
time ; and referred tu the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills oe 426 
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PETITIONS. 


Agricultural Holdings Bill—Petitions from konpa, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table se 


Dogs cracls ee from Aberdeen, in favour ; to lie bicits the 


Table 


Education fsishen Bill— Petitions sii from Lossiemouth Brechin: 
Peeble ; Wishaw; Johnstone; Hawick; Perth; Broughty Ferry ; and 
Dysart ; to lie upon the Table ae ys Ss = es 


Education (Scotland) Bill—Petitions for alteration, from Aberdeen ; and 
Stirling ; to lie upon the Table ae ; sed eat en 


Factories and Workshops Bill—Petitions against, from Fulham ; and South 
Paddington ; to lie upon the Table ... = hs és ne 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment (No. 2) Bill— 
Petitions in favour, from Arbroath and St. Vigeant ; and Glasgow ; to lie 


upon the Table 


Lunacy Bill—Petition for alteration, from Ticehurst ; Petersfield ; Fulham ; 
Prescot ; and Drayton ; to lie upon the Table wie ik dike 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Stamford ; High Wycombe ; Cooling; Lewisham ; Morpeth ; East Cram- 
lington ; "Bedlington ; Bly th; Shoreham ; Lyminster ; Choppington ; 
North Sunderland ; Swindon ; Bebside ; Gloucester ; Ilkeston ; Melbourne ; 
Gretton ; Seaton Delaval ; W hitley Bay ; Lymington ; Leighton Buzzard ; 
Lee ; Plymouth ; Shankhouse ; Backworth : Lewes ; 33 Wigan and Newark- 
on-Trent ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions against, 
from Widnes; St. Helens; Blackburn; Camborne; Bury ; W orcester ; 
Cardiff ; Bolton ; Wigan ; and Dundee ; “to lie upon the Table xfs 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Pontypridd; Hammersmith; Tower Hamlets; High 
Wycombe ; Shaftesbury; Penarth; Cardiff (thirty one); Bromsgrove 
(two); Yardley ; Melbourne; Canterbury ; Dartford; South Hackney ; 
Broxtowe ; Calne ; Corsham ; Lower Bourne ; Nottingham (seventeen) ; 
Tyldsley ; Blandford ; Liversedge (two); Birmingham (three); Wyke ; 
Deptford (two); W hitehaven ; Lesmahagow ; ontypool ; Bradley ; 
Seaton Delaval; Halesowen ; Little Lever ; Wortham ; Saxmundham ; 
Reigate ; Stanwiek ; Buckhurst Hill ; Heckmondwike ; Wellingborough ; 
West Brixton ; Selby Oak ; Bradford (three) ; Desborough ; Aldershot ; 
Buckhurst Hill; Langley Moor ; Brixton (two) ; Throckley ; Cilfynydd ; 
Metheringham ; Swansea ; Kingsbridge ; Raunds ; ; Uffculme; Fleckney ; 
Calfaria ; Stratford ; Lechlade ; Newcastle ; Flimby ; Bath (two) ; 
Blackburn ; Hackney Road ;_ Wilton; Thatto Heath; Fulham 
(two); Whitley Bay; Warmley Tower (two); Wycombe ; 
Farnham ;_ Lyminge; Cranlington: Pontesnewynydd ; Wands- 
worth ; Balham ; Hull; Scottish National Sabbath School Union ; 
Clapton ; Newington ; ‘Stoke Newington ; Lewisham; Hampstead ; 
(three) ; London ; Ringwood ; Lymington; Brondesbury ; Avonmouth 
(two) ; Primrose Hill ; Petersfield (two); Redhill (three) ; Henley-on- 
Thames ; Stoke Newington ; Sutton Cornwood ; Widnes; Hackney ; 
Kennington ; Much Woolton ; Frome: Nunney ; South Devon ; Glasgow 
(three) ; B:ynmawr (two) ; Llanelly (two) ; Builth Wells ; Long Compton ; 
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Ystradgynlais ; Stratford-on-Avon (two); Poole; Wellington ; Taunton ; 
Paddington ; High Wycombe; Liverpool; Barwell; Stamford; Nun- 
eaton ; Perth; Kenninghall; St. Austell; Chard; Hay; Wadebridge ; 
26 Mevagissey (three); West Hampstead; St. Davids; Dundee; Totten- 
ham ; Wisbech ; Leverington ; Murrow ; Clerkenwell; Wootton Bassett ; 
Wroughton Road ; Stratton St. Margarets; Blunsden; Swindon; Nor- 
ham ; Tweedmouth ; Broadmead ; Doncaster (two) ; Glastonbury (two) ; 
Street ; Somerton (two); Brewham; Langport ; Charlton Adam; Kein- 
ton Mandeville; Boston; Bitterne; Whitchurch; Lenham ; Boughton 
26 Morchelsea; Headcorn; Woburn Sands; Leeds (three); Totterdown ; 
Southampton (two); Darlaston; Martock; Newton Abbot ; Aberearn ; 
Exeter; City Road; Parkstone; Wookey Hole; Weston-super-Mare 
26 (three) ; Newark ; Gerizim ; Newport (Mon.) ; Felixstowe ; Yatton ; Bam- 
burgh ; Seahouses; Williton (two) ; Llantrissant ; Paddington; Bristol (thirty- 
seven) ; Christon Bank ; North Sunderland ; Hyde; Marple ; Ilfracombe ; 
26 Appledore ; Fishponds; Maryport; West Bromwich; Devizes; Wan- 
borough; Chiseldon; Wroughton; Lydiard Millicent; Highworth ; 
Rishton ; Accrington (nine); Oswaldtwistle (four) ; Clayton-le-Moors ; 
Huncoat ; Forest Gate; Leigh ; Upper Stratton ; Swindon ; Bishopston ; 
26 Penryn; Gloucester; Heanor; Ripley; Upper Ettingshall ; Hitchin ; 
Weare; Stone Allerton; Winscombe; Boulward; Burnham (two) ; 
Peterborough (three); Drybrook; Newent; Coleford ; Woodbridge ; 
6 Wednesbury ; Dulwich; Newton Moor; Wells (two); Ystradyfodwg ; 
Hornsea ; South Newsham ; Bolton ; Northampton; Wrington ; Ashton- 
under-Lyne ; Radcliffe; Keswick (three); Penrith ; Caldbeck ; Wigton ; 
St. John’s Wood; Marylebone; Hoyland; Bedford Leigh; Liverpool ; 
Carlisle; Bilston; Allonby (two); Lowton; Thrandeston; Oldham 
(three) ; Sowerby Bridge ; Mellis Chapel ; Grangetown ; Liverpool (four) ; 
Pant; Norland; Kidderminster (two); Richmond; Yeovil; Hull; 
Hayfield (two); Tow Law; Chinley; Brynmawr; Cowbridge ; 
6 Llanfihangel Fechan; Llywel; Priestfield; Llanbedo;  Llantigan ; 
Hoddesdon; Newtown Wigan; Goose Green; Ramsey (Hunts) ; 
Lincoln ; Stoke-under-Ham ; Stithians ; Bermondsey ; Sunderland (eight); 
Burrows ; Bradford (three); Montacute ; Hillcommon; Shankhouse ; 
7 Brentwood; Trealaw; Ystradyfodwg (three); Pendoylan; New- 
port; Maindee; Newcastle-under-Lyme; Packmoor (two); Draycott 
Street; . Bishop’s Hull; Wellington; ‘St. Lawrence, Ramsgate ; 
Ramsgate (two); New Hirst; Highbury; Widdington Colliery; 
Horsleydown ; Old Kent Road ; Wigan (four) ; Backworth ; Paddington ; 
Hollingworth ; Westhoughton ; Preston; Lye; Shetlield (twenty-two) ; 
Netherseale ; Wiveliscombe ; Morpeth; Cramlington ; Bedlington ; Beb- 
side; Blyth; Catford; Lee; Blackheath; Lewisham; Baddeley Edge ; 
Farnworth ; Liskeard ; Huddersfield (four) ; Berry Brow ; Aspatria (two) ; 
Cambridge (two); Maryport (three) ; Hayton; Ellenborough ; Harriston ; 
Arlingham ; Lidbrook ; St. Braviels ; Cinderford ; Newnham; Blakeney ; 
Crewkerne ; Chudleigh Knighton; Dartmouth (three); Kingsteignton : 
Choppington ; Ealing ; Little Hallingbury ; Selly Park ; Brayton ; Adsett ; 
Leeds (five); Lewes ; Gravesend (thirteen) ; Northfleet (two); Carlisle 
Cross; Watchet ; and Oswestry ; to lie upon the Table ... ea ves (SR 


age 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions 
in favour, from Lochee; Kilmarnock; Fowlis Easter; Liff; Glasgow 
(three); British Women’s Temperance Association; Melrose ; Mains ; 
Forfar; Kilmuir Easter ; Stonehouse ; Galashiels ; Selkirk ; St. George 
Lodge of Independent Order of Good Templars; Coldstream; St. 
Andrew’s; Cullicudden; Earlston; Blairgowrie; Edinburgh; Scone ; 
Stanley ; Auldearn ; Dundee (twenty-five) ; Rathven ; and Innerleithen ; 
to lie upon the Table ... le en xe ee sa ee . 429 
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Sea Fisheries Regulation (Scotland) Act (1895) ‘ame Bill— 


Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to lie upon the Table 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON AcTIVE SERVICE—Petition from Fulham, for 
legislation ; to lie upon the Table ‘3 ies st nee adi 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from New- 


port Pagnell; Melbourne; Netherseale ; Canterbury ; Heckmondwike 
(two); Sheffield (five); Norristhorpe ; Birmingham (four) ; Tyldesley 5 
West Brixton; Hawarden ; Pontypool ; Whitley Bay ; Little Lever ; 
Wortham ; Saxmundham ; ; Bargoed ; Halesowen ; Selly Oak ; ; Desborough ; 
Bradford (eight) ; Seaton Delaval ; Throckley ; Cilfynydd ; Raunds ; 
Calfaria ; eae - Leicester ; Thatts Heath ; Cwft ; Fleckney ; ; Not- 
tingham ; Stoke Newington ; : South Dev on ; Ly mington ; ; Exeter ; Redhill 
(two) ; Monson Road ; ; Henley -on-Thames ; Much W oolton ; W idnes ; Bryn- 
mawr; Brecknock ; Builth Wells ; Llanelly; Ynys ; Martock; "Barwell; Chard ; 
St. Austell; Mevagissey (tw 0) ; ; Hay; Kenninghall ; Stamford ; St. 
Davids ; Hoo; Woburn Sands ; Tottenham ; Whitchurch ; Plymouth ; 
Wisbech ; Murrow ; Lev erington ; Wroughton Road ; Blunsden ; Stratton 
St. Margarets; Swindon ; Berwi rick ; London (four) ; Doncaster (two) ; 
Southampton ; Abercarn ; Montaeute ; Mellis ; Pendoylan ; Ystradyfodwg 
(two) ; Shankhouse ; ; Sunderland ; Carlisle (two) ; South New sham ; 
Marple ; Upper Ettingshall ; Hollingworth ; Newton Moor; Hyde ; West- 
houghton ; Barry ; Bolton (four) . West Melton ; Lilwynypia ; Felixstowe ; 
Preston ; Wigan (five) ; Devizes ; Llywel ; Llanbedr ; Shoreham ; Llanfi- 
hangelfechan ; Pant; Oswestry ; Wrington; Penrith ; Keswick ; Cold- 
beck; Wigton (two); Bristol (eleven); Morpeth; East “py er} 
Bedlington Colliery (two); Bebside ; Cramlington ; Blyth; Pariand 
Liverpool ; Sowerby Bridge ; Priestfield ; Crewkerne ; South Petherton ; 
Bedford Leigh ; Catford ; “Lee ; Blackheath ; Yardley ; West Bromw ich ; 
Farnworth ; ‘Llanfegan ; Oldham (three) ; Lianfairfechan ; Choppington ; ; 
Arlingham; Lydbrook; Cinderford; Blakeney; Leeds; Shore- 
ham (two); Lewes (two); Paddington; Criston Bank; Bam- 
burgh ; Ilfracombe ; Barnstaple ; Newport (Mon.) (two); Upper 
Stratton; Chiseldon; Wroughton; Lydiard Millicent; Highworth ; 
Wanborongh ; Clayton le Moors; Accrington (eleven); Penryn; Fal- 
mouth ; Gloucester (two); Heanor; Ilkeston; Belston ; Hitchin; Peter- 
borough (three); Drybrook ; Newent ; Coleford ; Leigh ; Wednesbury ; 
Lowton; Trevithin; Brynmawr; Cardiff ; Sea Houses ; Wood Green 
Bamborough ; Backworth ; Williton; Yatton; Wachet; Pontypool ; 
Yeovil ; Blaenavon ; Wiveliscombe ; Abersychan ; Govan; Ramsey ; Pack- 
moor; Thrandestone; Calne; Wilton ; Bath; Newcastle-on-Tyne ; Lech- 
lade ; Goose Green; Oswaldtwistle (two); and Richmond; to lie upon 
the Table R , -” is ia 


Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment Bill—Petitions in 


favour, from [yldesley ; Pontypool; Llanwono; Llanelly ; Builth Wells ; 
Ystradgynlais ; Hay; St. Davids ; Whitchurch ; Abercarn ; Cowbridge ; 
Trecastle ; Llanfihangel-fechan; Llanfigan; Pendoylan; and Llanbedi ; 
to lie upon the Table ... See tas o os he ae oth 


Teinds (Scotland) ogame from Aber 3 for alteration ; to lie upon 


the Table 


Vagrants’ Children Protection Bill—Pctition of the Association of School 


Boards of England and Wales, in favour ; to lie upon the Table “se 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) DEPARTMENTAL CoMMITTEE—Copy presented, of Report 
of the Departmental Committee on Scottish Prisons, with Minutes of 
Evidence, Appendices, and Index [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


East Inp1A (LOANS RAISED IN INDIA)—Copy presented, of Return of all Loans 
raised in India, chargeable on the Revenues of India, outstanding at the 
commencement of the half-year ended on the 31st March, 1900, ete. [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 216] si 3 


PuBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS WARNED—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 22nd May ; Sir Francis eis to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No, 217] . ues ie ae se ne? 


MERCHANT SHIPPING, 1899—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 
18th June ; Jr. Ritchie]; to lie upon the Table, and to be eatin [No. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 18th June; Mr. Ritchie]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 219] ai se is she 6 


NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY—Copy presented, of Forty-third Annual Report 
of the Trustees of the National Portrait ti we 1899-1900 ‘by es 
to lie upon the Table . 


SUPERANNUATIONS—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 30th May, 
1900, declaring that for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the 
office of (1) Junior Inspector, and (2) Instructor in the Royal College of 
Art, Board of Education, South Kensington, professional or other peculiar 
qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in the public service are 
required [by Act]; to lie upon the Table a 


FISHERIES (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Report of Inspectors of Irish 
Fisheries on the Sea and Inland Fisheries of Ireland for 1899 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table : 


Navy (EXCEPTIONS TO QUEEN’S REGULATIONS)—Copy presented, of List of 
Exceptions to the Queen’s Regulations as to Pay, Non-effective Pay, and 
Allowances during the ee 1899-1900 [by neti to lie upon the 
Table ar is ss 


WHISKY IN Bonb (SCOTLAND)—Return ordered, “showing the total quantities 
of whisky in bond (distinguishing the quantities in general warehouses 
from the quantities in distillers’ warehouses) in each excise collection in 
Scotland on the 30th day of June, 1900.”—(Mr. Gordon) ... 


LocaL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND (TECHNICAL EpDUCATION)—Return ordered, 
“showing the extent to which, and the manner in which, local authorities 
in Scotland have allocated and applied funds to the purposes of Technical 
Education during the year ending 15th day of May, 1900, under the 
following Acts :—Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890: 
Education and Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 1892 ; Technical 
Schools (Scotland) Act, 1887 ; Technical Instruction Amendment eames 
Att, 1822 ; and Public Libraries Acts.”— (The Lord Advocate) + 
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QUESTIONS. 


SourH AFRICAN WAR—DISASTERS NBAR LINDLEY ON THE IST JUNE— 
Questions, Mr. Butcher (York) and General Russell (Cheltenham) ; 
Answers, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. J. Powell-Williams, 
Birmingham, 8.) em o ca asi zs 


Lost FretD SERVICE EQuipMENT—OFFICERS’ RESPONSIBILITIES—Question, 
General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest) ; ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell- 
Williams ini ind So 


NuMBER OF BritisH Troops sENT TO SoutrH AFRICA—Question, Mr. John 
Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe); Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams 


MarTiAL Law—Sratistics—Question, Mr. John Ellis; Answer, Mr. J. 
Powell-Williams : bas Sy - bes ae 


CasuaLty Lists—Question, Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.); Answer, Mr. J 
Powell-Williams , vs se = is ats sa es 


NON-DELIVERY OF SoLpIERS’ CHRISTMAS PRESENTS—Question, Sir J. Leng 
(Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ee ee as “e 


CopE CABLEGRAMS TO THE CAPE—Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liver- 
pool, Exchange); Answer, Mr. J. Powell- Williams ... ‘ cay iii 


RoyaL ENGINEERS AND ARTILLERY PROMOTION REGULATIONS—Question, 
Mr. C. E. Shaw (Stafford) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams i 


MOBILISATION ARRANGEMENTS FOR HoME DEFENCE— ener — Rasch 
(Essex, S.E.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ne wig 


Miuitia OFFICERS’ CoMMISSIONS—EXAMINATIONS—Question, General Laurie, 
Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams an ty: ne se 3s 


MiILitTiA OFFICERS LEAVE OF ABSENCE-—-Question, Mr. C. E. Shaw ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Powell-Williams Ass ii <a sek Si is 


CoLcHEsTER Camp RIFLE RANGE—Question, Mr. F. W. Wilson (Norfolk, 
Mid); Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ies ie ae nee 


NAVAL MANGUVRES—Question, Sir Edward Gourley (Sunderland) ; Answer, 
The First Lord of the ee wa Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover 
Square) Fa s 


INDIAN FAMINE—GRANTS TO NATIVE STATES—-PROPOSED PARLIAMENTARY 
GRANT—RELIEF ORGANISATION—REMISSION OF HOME CHARGES— 
Questions, Sir William Wedderburn (Banffshire), Sir Henry Fowler 
(Wolverhampton, E.), Mr. Maclean (Cardiff), and Mr. Buchanan (Aber- 
deenshire, E.); Answers, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) it : ss AX Se 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN MOVEMENT—CAPTURE OF Ta-KU ForRTS—AFFAIRS 
ON THE YANG-TSZE—Questions, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) and Sir H. 
Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Bur ghs) ; Answers, The Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, S Surrey, Guildford) 4 


BRITISH SUBJECTS AT lin gpa i Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint anes ; 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick : ; ee sits 
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INDIAN Troops DESPATCHED TO ee ee Mr. Buchanan ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ee ses a , 


ASHANTI—NATIVE RISING—INVESTMENT UF COOMASSIE—Question, Mr. 
Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye); Answer, Mr. Brodrick fo ci = 


BRITISH SouTH Coast FISHERIES AND FOREIGN FRAWLERS—Questions, Sir 
Cameron Gull (Devonshire, Barnstaple) and Mr. Gibson Bowles vilaseai 


Regis) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


Post Orrick SAvincs Bank AccoUNtTS—Question, Sir Edgar Vincent 
(Exeter) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the ee aes M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W.)_ ... ’ 


Post OFFICE AND TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS ADMINISTRATION—Question, 
Sir Edgar Vincent ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach ... ei ies had 


EpInBURGH Post OFFICE—REVISION oF DuTIES—Questidn, Mr. Dewar 
(Edinburgh, 8.) ; Answer, The Financial a to the poems sik ae 
Hanbury, Preston) 


THE SHERIFFSHIP OF Ross AND CROMARTY—Question, Sir Charles Cameron 
(Glasgow, Bridgeton) ; a The Lord Advocate an A. Graham 
Murray, Buteshire) : 


LAND REVENUE RECORDS AND ENROLMENTS OFFICE—Question, Mr. Woods 
(Essex, Walthamstow); Answer, The ee General - Robert 
F inlay, Inverness Burghs) ‘ si : ; i 


Home Orric—E VoTE—CHIEF INSPECTOR OF FACTORIES REPORT—Questions, 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean); Answers, Mr. 
Hanbury and The First Lord of the Treasury a) A. J. Tt Man- 
chester, E.) .. . 


TREASURE TROVE AT Bio wank i aa Mr. Maclean ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.. : bP 2 4 oe ie ap me 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) ofa Bt Mr. Dalziell meet ids ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ss - i vis . 


BUSINESS OF THE Hous—E—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour he a sae 1 ae ee as 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES)—Mr. Wodehouse reported from the 
Committee of Selection, That they had added to the Standing Committee 
on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure the following fifteen 
Members in respect of the Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amend- 
ment Bill :—Mr. Arnold, Mr. Bond, Mr. Brigg, Mr. Jesse Collings, Sir 
John Dillwyn-Llewelyn, Mr. Dewar, Mr. Howell, Mr. Hozier, Mr. Hum- 
phreys-Owen, Mr. William Jones, General Laurie, Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. 
Maclean, Mr. Herbert Roberts, and Mr. Alfred Thomas. 





Mr. Wodehouse further reported from the Committee of Selection : 
That they had discharged the following Member from the Joint Com- 
mittee of Lords and Commons on Municipal Trading:—Sir Leonard 
Lyell ; and had appointed in substitution : Sir John Leng. 


Reports to lie upon the Table 
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Vote agreed to, 


June 19.) Page 
SUPPLY [l4tH ALLotrep Day|—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
Army EstTImMaTEs, 1900-1. 
1. £10,000,000. Transport and Remounts. 
DISCUSSION :— 
. Major Rasch (Essex, SE.) 449 Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield 
Captain Norton (Newing- Central) vn » 461 
ton, IV.) 451 Captain Norton ; 465 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn General Russell (Che Itenham)... 466. 
Regis) . 452 Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire)... 467 
Sir H. Campbell- -Banner- Colonel Kenyon-Slaney (Shrop- 
man (Stirling Burghs)... 453 shire, Newport) 3 we 467 
Colonel Welby (Taunton)... 454 Colonel Blundell (Lancashire, 
Sir Herbert Maawell (Wig- Ince)... 468 
tonshire) me .. 455 General Laurie "(Pembroke and 
The Under Secretary of Haverfordwest) 468 
State for War (Mr. Mr. Wyndham ; ... 468 
Wyndham, Dover) 457 Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire , N.)... 471 
Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) ... 460 
Vote agreed to. 
2. £13,100,000, Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies. 
DISCUSSION :-— 
Colonel Welby 472 Major Rasch... sao 
Mr. Warner 472 Mr. Strachey (Somerset, E£.) 476 
Mr. Jeffreys 472 Mr. Wyndham ... ie TS 
Sir A. Acland-Hood (Somer- Mr. pt “ .- 479 
setshire, Wellington) 473 Sir J. ‘insula (Manchester, 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, N.E.) es ... 479 
a ee si .» 473 Colonel Welby 479 
General Sir F. W. Fitz General Laurie ... 479 
Wy en Fare- 
ham) 475 
Vote agrecd to. 
3. £4,686,000, Clothing Establishments and Services. 
DISCUSSION :— 
Sir J. Fergusson 480 Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, 
Colonel Welby ... 481 ee ve + ... 488 
Lord Edward Manners (Lei- Lord = Balearres (Lancashire, 
cestershire, Melton) 481 Chorley) s 490 
Mr. Gibson Bowles 482 Mr. Scott Montagu (Hampshire, 
Mr. Wyndham 483 New Forest) . 490 
Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman 486 Mr. Labouchere (Northampton). 490: 
Mr. Warner 488 Mr. Wyndham .. 492 
Captain Norton .. 493, 
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4. £8,000,000, Warlike and other Stores: Supply and Repair. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Warner $s » 493 Captain Norton wp 

Sir A. Acland-Hood ... 493 Mr, Allan (Gateshew i) 

Mr. Brown (Shropshire, Mr, Wyndham a 
Wellington) at 494 Sir J. Colomb (Great Yarn nut) 

Mr. F. W. Wilson ( Norfol Mr. Hardy (Kent, Ashford) .. 
Mid)... 494 Mr. Wyndham ras vas 


Vote agreed to. 


5. £2,670,700, Works, Buildings, and Repairs. Cost, including Statf for 
Engineer Services. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Dr. Farquharson... .. 498 The Financial Secretary to the Var 
Cuptain Norton... .. 496 Office (Mr. J. Powell-IVilliams, 
Captain Jessel (St. Pancras, S.) 499 Birmingham, 8.) ; 
Sir J. Colomb ots ... 499 Mr. Allan 
Mr, Allan... ng .« 499 Dr. Farquharson 
Mr. Wyndham _... .. 499 Colonel Welby 


Mr. J. Powell- Williams... 
Vote agreed to. 
6. £113,800, Establishments for Military Education. 
7. £66,900, Miscellaneous Effective Services. 


£1,611,090, Retired Pay, Half-Pay, and other Non-Effective Charges 
for Officers, &e. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Boscawen (Kent, Tun- Mr. J. Powell-Williams 
bridge) ... =p 501 Mr. Boscawen ; 
Mr. Allan... a ... 502 


Vote agreed to. 


9. £1,379,000, Pensions and other Non-Effective Charges for Warrant 
Officers, Non-Commissioned Officers, Men, and others. 


10. £186,000, Superannuation, Compensation, Compassionate Allowances, 
and Gratuities. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£63,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the ‘Charge for the 
Ordnance Factories (the cost of the Productions of which will be charged 
to the Army, Navy, and Indian and Colonial Governments), which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1901. 


Mr. Caldwell se ste The First Lord of the Treasury 
ea 503 (Mr. A. J. es Man 
chester, E.)  ... 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
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CiviL SERVICE AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


Crass VI. 


11. £284,058, to complete the sum for Superannuations and Retired 
Allowances. 


12. £1,800, to complete the sum for Merchant Seamen’s Fund 
Pensions. 


13. £725, to complete the sum for Miscellaneous Charitable and other 
Allowances. 


Crass VII, 
14. £9,452, to complete the sum for Temporary Commissions. 
15. £1,370, to complete the sum for Miscellaneous Expenses. 
16. £1,000, to complete the sum for Paris Exhibition, 1990. 


Resolutions to be sadeelai - Thursday ; Committee to sit again To- 


morrow ae ; i aoe .. 504 
Housing of the Working Classes Act (1890) Amendment Bill— Question, 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... -« O04 


Motion made, and Question, “ That this House do now adjourn.”—(Mr. 
Balfour)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty minutes before Nine of the clock. 





COMMONS, WEDNESDAY, 20TH June, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Christchurch and Bournemouth ne: Bill—Read the third time, 
and passed. [New Title]... e 505 


PriIvATE Bitts (Group D)—Mr. Alexander Hargreaves Brown reported 
from the Committee on Group D of Private Bills, That, for the better 
securing of a uniform decision with that of the Select Committee on 
Electric Power Bills, the Committee had adjourned till Thursday, the 28th 
instant, at Twelve of the clock. Report to lie upon the Table . 905 


Rochdale Corporation Bill—Reported from the Select Committee on Police 


and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section (A), with Amendments. Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed __... as ie _ ... 505 


PETITIONS. 


Education (Scotland) Bill—Petitions against, from Maxwelltown ; Greenock ; 
Dunoon ; Lanark ; and Motherwell ; to lie upon the Table a . 505 


Factories and Workshops souls shames from m Argyll, for alteration ; to 
lie upon the Table... i .- 505 


Licensed Premises (Hours of Sale) acres aie from Glas 
gow, in favour ; to lie upon the Table , ee vee 505 
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Lunacy Bill—Petitions for ren ® from ears ; and Ticehurst ; to lie 
upon the Table ed ‘ : is es ‘ 


Petty Customs Abolition enum —_ Petition from ee against ; 
to lie upon the Table i 


RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND—Petition from whapisnaie against 
establishment ; to lie upon the Table a ue ee 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill —Petitions in favour, from 
Worthing ; Maidstone ; Farnworth: Alnwick (six); Newbery ; Belford ; 
Berwick-on-Tweed ; Cullercoats ; Berkhampstead ; Summit ; Gateshead- 
on-[yne (two); Morpeth; Cromer; Bilston; Whitley Bay (four) ; 
Shankhouse ; Upholland ; Aylsham ; Peckham; Cramlington ; Eastleigh ; 
Wilby ; Whaplode ; Glascote ; Greenhithe ; Tamworth; Fazeley ; Stret- 
ford; Norwich; Witney ; Worthing ; Maidenhead ; Downham Market ; 
Lancaster ; and Helson ; to lie upon “the Table ia ae Sis 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions against, 
from York; Portsmouth; South Somerset; Rhondda Valley ; Kecles : 
North Berkshire ; Coventry ; Walsall ; Northampton (two) ; Tunbridge 
Wells ; Redditch ; Reading (three) ; and Norwich ; to lie upon the Table, 

Petitions in favour, from Sheffield (sixty-three) ; Southampton (twenty- 
nine) ; Birmingham (thirty-three) ; Grimsby (seven) ; Hirwain ; Clee- 
thorpes (two) ; Penydarren; Clydey ; Barnsley (twenty) ; Wood ‘Green 
(two) ; Latchford ; Merthyr Tydfil; Lovington; Castle Cary; South 
Barrow ; South Cheriton ; Long Sutton ; Bristol (ten) ; Shepton Mallet ; 
Everereech; Montgomery ; Wincanton ; Yenston ; Govan; Milborne Port : 
Pilton ; Liscard (two) ; Irthlingboro’ ; Kettering ; Warblington ; Long 
Sutton; Mansfield ; Petersfield ; Barrow-on-Soar ; Letheringsett ; Shore- 
ham ; Tulse Hill; Herne Hill ( (four) ; Mansfield Woodhouse ; Ww. adebridge; 
Eastwood ; Warsop ; Sleasley Vale ; Irchester ; Coseley ; Seghill W hitley 
Bay (seven) ; Monk Bretton (four) ; Low. Swithen ; Darten ; Great 
Houghton ; Gawber ; Newcastle-on-Tyne (six) ; Chadderton (two) ; North 
Moor ; Heyside ; Jarrow-on-Tyne ; Hebburn ; Spennymoor (two) ; Hett ; 
East Howle ; Stockton-on-Tees ; Coxhoe (two); Dartmouth Park ; West 
Bowling ; Bradford ; Sedgley * (tw 0); Bilston (two); Old Buckenham ; 
Littleshall ; Wadebridge ; ” Margate (two); St. Peters; Ramsgate (four) ; 
Wendling Holt; Cromer ; Reading (ten); Grey friars ; Riston ; Wey- 
bourne ; “Sunderland (four) ; Notting Hill ; Mansfield ; ; Mareham- le- Fen ; 
Horncastle ; Lowestoft ; Coningsby ; ; Canterbury ; Snaldon ; Dawlish ; 
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Clay Cross (three) ; Stepney ; ; Blakeney ; George Hughes ; Sheringham ; Ks 


Bargoed ; North Brixton ; Clay-next-Nea ; Brixton (three) ; Lewisham 
(two) ; Bolton ; Whitwick ; Pontypridd; Brockley Road; Deptford ; 
Teignmouth ; Newton Abbot (two) ; ° Newent ; Chelmsford ; Gellygaer 
(three) ; Llanbedr (two); Penebo; Barmouth; Harlech ; Arthog ; Dol- 
gelly; Merrington Lane; Bewholme ; Hornsea ; Derby ; Briming- 
ton; W oolley ; Hetton Downs; Tower Hamlets; Calow ;, 
Grassmoor (two) ; Chesterfield ; South Wales ;_ Trefriw ; 
Standish (three); Blyth (two); Winster; West Sleekburn; Newton 
Hyde ; Mount Sorrell ; Netherfield ; Beddington Colliery ; Marlborough 
(two) ; Coniston ; W awne ; Newport (isle of Wight) ; Sutton ; 
Carlisle ; Aldershot ; Netherton ; Platt Bridge; Yeovil ; Devizes ; 


Orrell; Chertsey (two); Widnes; Brisley; W ellington ; Timsbury ;. 


Thorpe St. Matthew; New Catton ; Southgate ; Eaton St. Andrew : 
Taunton ; Wigan: Shore Edge ; Oldham ; Manchester ; Royton ; Withing. 
ton; Workington; Little Hut 

Banks ; Windy Nook ; Little Broughton ; Wyndham Road ; “Chorley (tive); 


ulton (two) ; Cockermouth (two) ; Eighton.. 
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Withnell Mill; Wheelton ; Coppull ; Brinscall ; Adlington ; Mountsorrell ; 
Whittle-le-Woods; Euxton; Kelvedon (two); Halstead ; Mossley ; 
Maldon ; Bocking ; Whitwick ; Kilmarnock ; Stisted ; Heyside ; Southend- 
on-Sea ; Althorne ; Blindcrakes ; Aspatria ; Thirsk ; Bury (three) ; Alver- 
stoke; Liverpool (three); Basingstoke; Devizes; Coundon Gate; 
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Walton-on-Thames ; Cromer; Leytonstone (five); Elkington Street ; 
Earsdon ; Emsworth ; Haslingden ; Leicester ; Oswaldtwistle ; Heywood ; 
Newton Row ; Smithy Bridge ; Hay Mills ; Yardley ; Cranleigh ; Crabbery 
Hall; Mapplewell; Shafton; Eastleigh ; Halifax; Hoyle Mill ; Boldron ; 
Ardsley ; Hebburn; Bishop Aucklan1; Tottington ; Rochdale ; Epsom ; 
—Middleton; Northampton (two); Shepley; Little Leigh ; Wincham ; 
Whitegate ; Gateshead (five) ; Darlington; Baildon ; South Monmouth ; 
Moston ; Ilkley ; New Miller Dam; Barugh (two); Higham ; Smithies ; 
Lanner ; Middlesbrough (six); Hartlepool; Wolsingham; Pool; Four 
Lanes; Redruth (four); Portreath ; Tolskithy ; Camborne (two) ; Broad 
Lane ; Worsley ; Tow Law (two) ; Egglesburn ; Northallerton ; Billy Row ; 
West Hartlepool ; Stockton-on-Tees ; Auckland Park; Saltburn-by-the- 
‘Sea ; Staindrop ; Darlington (six) ; Stockton-on-Tees (four) ; Bishop Auck- 
land (two); Guisborough ; Carlin How ; Beeth ; West Hartlepool (two) ; 
Whitby ; Binchester; Northallerton; Skelton; Margrove Park ; Fros- 
terly ; Coundon Gate; Eveawood; Middleton-in-Teesdale ; Brougham 
Street ; Close House ; Shildon North Ormesby ; Toronto ; Deri; Whitby ; 
Old Shildon ; New Shildon ; Howden-le-Wear ; Eston ; Thirsk ; Stockton ; 
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Brighton ; Carlton ; Bolton; Leeds (thirty-two) ; Exeter (two); Burnt 
Hill ; Quick’s Green ; Glasgow ; Andover ; Easton ; Workington ; Hunslet ; 
Roundhay ; Brighton ; Lancaster ; Clapton ; Stratford; Brixham (two) ; 
Alnwick (four); Belle Vale; Nelson; Blaenavon ; Garndiffaith ; Aber- 
sychan; Bilton; Cwmbach; Coventry ; Windsor ; Llanfihangel Gobion ; 
Lower Clapton ; Shotley Bridge ; Westwood ; Blackhill; Annfield Plain ; 
Soham (four) ; Milkwell Burn; Newbury ; Pontypridd (two) ; Liverpool ; 
Hougham ; Ashton-in-Makerfield ; Bradwell ; Buxton ; Wokingham ; South 
Croydon ; Plymouth ; Great Berkhampsted (two); Hallow ; Worcester ; 
Croydon (sixteen); Thornton ; Berkhampsted ; Heath ; Compstall ; Tor- 
quay ; Plymouth ; Ulverston ; Yeadon (two) ; Stockcross ; Abercarn (two) ; 
Buchan ; Cartmell ; Paisley ; Mynyddislwyn ; Alnwick ; Norton ; Aldershot ; 
Stockport, Burley ; High Wycombe ; Portsmouth ; Wellingborough ; Clerken- 
well; Yorkston; Great Yarmouth (five) ; Ireby ; Caraforth ; Beal; Morecambe ; 
Lancaster; Waterloo(two); Askam-in-Furness ; Clitheroe (three) ; Slaidburn ; 
Downham (two) ; Colne (three) ; Keswick ; Perey Main ; Sawley ; Chatburn 
(two); Harrop ; Swarth Moor ; Slaidburn ; Darnall (four) ; Endcliffe Park 
(two); Dalton-in-Furness ; Attercliffe; Helson ; Briercliffe (two); New 
Cullercoats; Wortley (three); Wednesbury (three); Barrowford (two) ; 
Micheldever ; Barley ; Darlaston ; Leabrook ; Tipton ; Ecclesfield ; Oxford ; 
Cheltenham ; Horsforth; Wortley (two); Holbeck ; Chesham ; Bladon ; 
Armley (two); Bramley; Peasedown; Bolton (two); Bletchington ; 
Murcott; Heath Town; Wolverhampton; Rhymney; Long Hand- 
borough ; Berwick-on-Tweed (two); Hammersmith ; Witney ; Oswestry ; 
Bradley ; Whitehaven; St. Mawes ; Wanstead ; Barking; Helston; Man- 
-field ; Griffithstown ; Manor Park (two) ; Heckmondwike ; Oswaldtwistle ; 
Westbourne ; Chatham (eight) ; Lambeth ; Grove ; Accrington ; Boxmoor ; 
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Clayton-le-Moors ; Carneddan; Standford Hill; Egremont; Petersfield ; 
Lindford ; Liphook ; Holybourne ; Alresford (two) ; Baybridge ; Swaffham ; 
Bolton-le-Moors ; Bracknell; Neckalls (two); Wimbledon; Causeway 
Green; Wishaw; Toxteth Park; Powerby ; Walsham-le-Willows ; Strat- 
ford New Town (two); Little Lever ; Hampstead ; Maidenhead ; Enfield 
(four) ; Faversham (three) ; Heckmondwike ; Lynton ;:Lambeth ; Silloth ; 
Longtown (two) ; Carlisle; Dalston ; Cumwhinton; Carlton; Norwood 
(four); Brampton ; Street; Glastonbury ; Onslow Square ; Thornton 
Heath (two); Snodland; Heywood; Bispham ; Hopwood; Pendleton ; 
Billinge ; Barnstaple (four) ; Bodmin; Bideford ; Penoletory ; Callington ; 
Worcester; St. ‘Cleer; Common Moor; Somerton; Mytholmroyd ; 
Welford ; Wilbarston ; Great Harwood (three) ; Stowmarket ; St. Pancras ; 
Haydock ; Addiscombe ; Blackburn; Earlstown ; Seppard ; Wattisfield ; 
West Felton; Weirbrook; Perkins Beach ; Shrewsbury ; Dorrington ; 
Clapham Road; Heeley; Liverpool (four); Edmonton; Stratford-on- 
Avon; Cotham Grove ; Redland ; London; Lordship Lane; Hull (six) ; 
Stoneferry ; Cannock; Ashbrittle; Milverton ; Brighouse (four) ; Bishops- 
ton; Kimbolton; Tamworth (three); Brislington; Crawshawbooth 
(three) ; Furness Vale ; Compstall; Chelmorton; Flagg; Whitewynch ; 
Holbeach (two); Spalding; Little London; Weston Hills; Lutton ; 
Moulton Leas End ; Holbeach Bank ; Whaplode ; Gedney Drove ; Kettle- 
brook ; Lewes ; Rastick (two); Clifton; Worcester; Quarry Bank (two) : 
Dudley (three); Red Hill ; Roadwater ; Birch’s Coppice ; Chaceterrace ; 
Norton Canes ; Brownhills; Norton East; Cradeley Heath (two); Brier- 
ley Hill; St. Luke’s; Wakefield; Lichfield ; Kingsbrompton; Horley ; 
Lumb ; Airdrie ; Pontyberem; Queensborough ; Acocks Green ; Spring- 
side; Cloughfold; Whitwell Bottom; Newchurch; Walsall Foleshill ; 
Reigate ; Griffith C. Owen; Fishponds ; Maidstone (two) ; Downfield ; Por- 
lock ; Barrow-in-Furness ; Gosford ; Belford ; Rushcliffe ; Faringdon ; East 
Hagbourne ; Park Corner; Wallingford ; Bressingham ; Meadow Hall ; 
West Ham (three) ; Pontgwyn ; Bardwell ; Ramsbottom ; Coventry (two) ; 
Fareham (two); Falmouth; Hackney (two); Canning Town (three) ; 
Plaistow (two) ; Stratford ; Brixham (three) ; South Hackney ; Hinder- 
clay ; Harwood; Beenham; Yallendon; Whitehaven; Thetford ; Black- 
burn; Chesham; Hampstead; Downham Market; Hoxton (three) ; 
Windsor ; Bayswater; Bardon Park; Ashby-de-la-Zouch (two); Coate ; 
Paddington; Old Street; Kidlington; Tranmere; Summertown ; 
Griffithstown ; Stoke Ferry ; Aylesbury ; Brookfield ; Nottingham (three) ; 
Topsham ; Brighton ; Golborne ; Earlestown (two) ; Newton-le-Willows ; 
Brynn ; Ashton-in-Makerfield (two) ; Saltley ; Middleton-by-Wirksworth ; 
Heckmondwike ; Stafford ; Great Wakering ; Oatlands; Littletown (two) ; 
Hightown; Clown; Widnes; Poolsbrook; Marsden Moor; Staveley ; 
Dronfield; Cradley ; Hayes Lane; Hindley; Bradford ; Pontypridd ; 
Nuneaton (four); Ashton-under-Lyne; Fulham (two); Pemberton ; 
Lendall; Broughton; Llandilo; Darlington; Walthamstow (eight) ; 
South Woodford (three); Woodford Green (two); Chingford; Brid- 
lington (three); Biggin; Diss (three); Minchinhampton ; Woodton ; 
Burston ; Stroud ; Burnham ; Weston-super-Mare (two) ; Reading (three) ; 
Peckham (two) ; Nunhead ; Cramlington ; Seaton Delaval ; Laisterdyke ; 
Wisbech ; Foxhole ; Combe (two) ; St. Austell (three) ; Mount Charles ;. 
Glensplat ; Amersham ; Colnbrook ; Ferryhill ; Tudhoe ; Barkby ; Syston ; 
Belgrave ; Leicester ; Thurmaston ; Melton Mowbray ; Havant ; Greenock ; 
Helmshore ; Woodford ; Ystrad ; Treorchy ; Ystradyfodwg (five) ; Leyton ; 
Croxdale ; Merthyr Tydfil; Norwood; Trimwood Colliery ; Haswell ; 
Plymouth (two); York; Three Towns; North Walsham; Hickling ; 
Potter; Heigham; Weston; Dilham; Neath; Swansea; Shipley ; 
Queensbury ; Bakewell; Ashbourne; Brook and Wye; Hathersage ; 
Winchester (two); New Brighton ; Brixham ; South Norwood ; Milton ; 
Ecclesfield (two); Selhurst; Newcastle-under-Lyme ; Great Harwood ; 
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Greenborough ; Barrow-in-Furness ; Old Radford; Old Lenton; Sheer- 
ness (elev en) ; ; Great Totham ; and Norwich (fifty ‘nine) ; to lie vat the 
Table me Ne ae. Aes sie es “ - R 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Scotland Bill—Petitions 
against, from Keith ; Brechin ; Paisley ; Arbroath ; Edinburgh ; Partick ; 
Pollokshaws ; Airdrie ; Montrose ; Dunfermline ; Stirling ; and Falkirk ; 
to lie upon the Thble. 

Petitions in favour, from Edinburgh ; Dundee (five) ; Glasgow ; Dum- 
fries: Jedburgh; Kilarron; Kilchoman; Falkirk ; Stornoway; and 
Logiewester ; to lie upon the Table ... ss Res ie 


Shop Hours Acts Amendment Bill—Petition of the Royal, pause 
and Police Burghs of Scotland, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Coundon 
Gate; Northampton; Shepley; Boldron ; Farnworth (four); Bishop 
Auckland ; Leicester ; Todmorden (two); Tottington (two) ; Heywood 
(three); Smithy Bridge ; London (four) ; Birmingham (thirteen) ; 
Walthamstow ; Leyton; Woodford ; Earsdon ; Shankhouse ; Heyside 
(two); Shore Edge ; Little Hulton; Kearsley ; ’ Radeliffe ; Wellington : 
Althorne ; Gateshead (six); Blinderake ; Maldon ; Whitwick (two) ; 

Adlington ; Euxton ; Chorley (four) ; Wheelton ; | Coppul ; 

Brinscall ; Withnell Mill; Manchester ; Kighton Banks; Wyndham 

Row ; Cockermouth (two) ; W orkington ; Royton ; Little 

Broughton ; Thirsk; Liverpool ; Wigan; Wellington ; Brisley ; 

East Cowes; Winster; Hyde; Blyth; Morpeth; Standish; Sutton ; 

Coniston ; Wawne; Bewholme; Hornsea; Mount Sorrell; Merrington 

Lane; Spennymoor; Sheringham; Stepney; Wangford; Lowestoft ; 

(Jovan ; Sheftield (twenty-eight); Notting Hill; Riston; Weybourne ; 

Cley-next-Sea ; Margate (two); Old Buckenham ; Oswaldtwistle (two) ; 

East Howle ; Jarrow-on-Tyne ; Hebburn Colliery ; Coxhoe ; Hett ; Heb- 

burn ; Newtown-on-Tyne ; Chadderton (two); Spennymoor ; Glodwick ; 

Oldham ; North Moor ; Trefriw ; Ashington and Hirst ; Bilston ( (two) ; 

Stockton-on-Tees ; Sedgley ; Barrow-on-Soar ; Grimsby (four) ; Aberdare ; 

Montgomery ; Latchford ; 3arnley ; Clydey ; Horncastle ; Wincanton ; 

Mareham- le-Fen ; Coningsby ; ; South Barrow ; ; Long Sutton ; Horsington ; 

Shepton Mallet ; Evercreech ; Pilton ; Lavington ; Seaforth ; Maccles- 

field ; Tetbury ; Chleny; ; Chedw orth ; "Calne ; Cirencester (two); Cwm- 

y-gaist ; Oakham ; Stockport (two) ; "Deal ; Ely ; Stretton Westwood ; 

Chippenham ; Knaresborough ; Hibaldstow ; Whiteparish ; Westhough- 

ton; Dundee (two); Sunderland; Warsop; Pleasley Vale ; Mansfieid ; 

Nuncargate ; East Kirkby ; Truro ; North Brixton ; Cradley Heath (two); 

Brockley Road ; Newton Abbot ; Berwick-upon-Tweed (two) ; Bradley ; 

Whitehaven; St. Mawes; Helston; Griftithstown; Clayton-le-Moors ; 

Watford; Heckmondwike ; Rishton (two); Accrington; Long Eaton; 

Percy Main; Letheringsett; Ufracombe ; Bodmin ; Callington ; Saltash ; 

Weltord ;| Haydock ; Paisley ; Great Harwood (two) ; Stowmarket ; 

Earlestown ; Wilbarston; Wattisfield; West Felton (two); Lyth Hill; 

Dorrington ; Carneddan ; Wanstead; Barking; Manor Park ; Chatham ; 

Bardwell; Upton Park; Holybourne; Peppard; Moseley Road (two) ; 

Selhurst ; Milom ; Oxford ; Meadow Hall; Stanton St. John ; Cassington ; 

Aberguile ; West Ham Park ; Canning Town (two) ; Plaistow ; Yattendon ; 

Thetford; Chesham; Goole; Maidstone (tive); Farringdon; Walsall ; 

Hinderclay ; Abingdon ; Wakefield ; Redhill ; Ashton-under-Lyne ; Mine- 

head ; Ramsbottom ; Queenborough ; Liandarrog ; Reigate (two) Spring- 

side ; Cloughfold ; New church ; W hitewell Bottom ; Crawshawbooth (two) ; 
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terrace; Norton Canes; Norton, East Dulverton; Porlock ; Cannock ; 
Flagg; Chelmorton ; Whitehough ; Spalding ; Holbeach Bank ; Holbeach 
(two); Gedney Drove End; Little Louie ; Cullercoats ; Da!ton-in- 
Furness ; Aldershot ; Wellingborough ; Beal; Cartmel ; Ulverston ; 
Dartmouth (three); Dawlish; Chelmsford ; Harlech; Newton Abbot ; 
Dudley (three) ; Quarry Bank (two) ; Gelligaer ; Llanbedr (two) ; Birch’s 
Coppice ; Barmouth; Arthog; Dolgelley ; Bontddu; Colne (two) ; Clay 
Cross (three); Woolley ; Lwarth Moor; Timsbury ; Unity Tent, Order 
of Rechabites ; South Wales; East Croydon (five); Glossop ; Buxton ; 
Compstall ; Worcester ; Thornton Heath (two) ; Hallow; York ; Chipping 
Norton ; Mynyddislwyn; Abercarn; Yeadon; Burley-in-Wharfedale ; 
Portsmouth ; Gorleston; Great Yarmouth (four); Southsea; Bolton 
(six) ; Morecambe ; Harrop; Leeds (five); Plymouth ; Nelson ; Manor ; 
Attercliffe ; Clitheroe ; Barrowford (three); Barley ; Wednesbury (three) ; 
Tipton; Darlaston; Southfield; Armley; New Wortley; Holbeck; 
Lower Wortley; Wolverhampton; Street; Glastonbury; Snodland ; 
Onslow Square; Aylesford; Walsham-le-Willows; Rochdale; South 
Norwood (two) ; Faversham ; Pendleton (two) ; Buckland Brewer ; Thorn- 
hillhead ; Bideford; Ashton-in-Makerfield; Lynton; Holt; Lutton ; 
Bath; Kimbolton; Westfield ; Newcastle-under-Lyme (two); Melindior ; 
Lileckryd ; Aberystwyth ; Llanbadarn Lower ; Bledington ; Milton Lodge ; 
Sherston Magna (two) ; Corsham ; Marylebone ; Monmouth (two) ; Black- 
wood; Broadwell; Freshwater (three); Warminster; Ormskirk ; 
Malmesbury ; Seagry ; Lea ; Great Somerford (two); Gardsdon; Hulla- 
vington ; Brightside ; Grimesthorpe (two) ; Acocks Green ; Platt Bridge ; 
Abram; Hindley ; Lamberhead Green ; Greenock ; Melksham; Levens- 
hulme ; Upton, Kingsbrompton ; Liverpool ; Bristol ; Swanwick ; Bacup ; 
Collingham ; Ferndale ; Ringley ; Little Hulton (three) ; Bourton-on-the- 
Water ; Mickleaver ; Bedwellty (four) ; Houghton-le-Spring (two) ; Sheer- 
ness ; Belvedere: Moses Gate ; Audlem; Ashton; Worthing ; Moulton 
Seas End ; Waterhouse (two) ; Pemberton; Hayes Lane ; Cradley ; Hindley ; 
Orrell; Darlington ; Greet; Yardley; North Petherton; Birmingham 
(eleven); Liverpool(two) ; Rochdale ; Little Leigh ; Wincham ; Whitegate ; 
Over ; Middlewich ; Baildon ; Ilkley ; Aberdeen ; Redruth ; Lanner ; Brea ; 
Camborne; Illogan ; Rotherham; Morsley Mesnes; Hetton Downs (two); 
Stow-on-the- Wold; Oakley ; Matlock Bank ; Topsham ; Earlestown ; Newton- 
le-Willows; Brynn; Ashton-in-Makerfield ; Stubshaw Cross; Saltley ; 
Clown ; Middleton-by-Wirksworth ; Southend-on-Sea ; Great Wakering ; 
Heckmondwike ; Littletown (two); High Town; Manchester (two) ; 
Dronfield ; Poolsbrook ; Marsden Moor ; Staveley ; Widnes (two) ; Platt 
Bridge ; Merthyr Tydfil ; Pontypridd (seven) ; Landilo ; Bradford (two) ; 
Ashton; Cromer; Northampton; Nottingham (three); Walthamstow 
(four); Woodford Green; Ystrad; Croxdale; Trimdon Colliery ; 
Haswell ; Biggin; North Walsham; Hickling; Potter Heigham; Free- 
mantle ; Neath; Martham ; Shipley ; Bakewell ; Norwood ; Kirk Ireton ; 
Thorne; Kimpton (two); Hulland; Ashbourne; Patrick; Stroud ; 
Burston; Woodton; Weston-super-Mare; Reading (two); Nunhead ; 
Peckham ; Cramlington Village ; Seghill; Tywardreath ; Combe ; Green- 
splat ; Foxhole ; Laisterdyke ; Ipswich ; Amersham ; Ferryhill ; Tudhoe ; 
Barkby ; Syston ; Belgrave ; Thurmaston ; Leicester ; Melton 
Mowbray ; Great Harwood ; Helmshore ; Dumfries; Newchurch ; 
Stroud; Minchinhampton; ‘Threeburrows; Trewartha; Cheltenham ; 
Southwark ; Buckley; Rhyndwyclydach; Llansamlet Higher (two) ; 
Llansamlet Lower; Gowerton; Liscard (two); Marylebone ; Newcastle- 
under-Lyme ; Andover ; Greenborough ; Sheerness (three) ; Old Lenton ; 
Sheffield (fifteen); Barrow in Furness; Chapel in the Field; Market 
Harborough ; Dowlais (two) ; Merthyr Tydfil (three) ; Vaynor ; Aberdare ; 
Baddesley Ensor; Bistre Buckley; Old Radford; Willington; Titney 
Fen End ; Marshland Smeeth ; Ryhope ; Faringdon ; New Ferry ; Birken- 
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head (three) ; New Brighton; Heswall ; Sanghall; Seacombe ; East Hay- 
bourne ; Aylsham; Easthorne; Brenton; Carlton; Hucknall Torkard ; 
St. Thomas ; Exeter (three) ; Repton; Little Over; Plymouth; Dilham ; 
St. Helens; Hemington; Twerton-on-Avon; Radstock; Llandovery ; 
Burry Port; Llandilo; Myddfai ; Hastings ; Treforest (two) ; 
Brightmet ; Bolton (two); Enfield; Llanwonno; Ryburgh; Gately ; 
Appleby ; Windermere; South Petherton ; Tryddyn (two); Ffyn- 
nongroew; Soham (four); St. Austell; Irby; Heeley; Darnall ; 
Blackburn ; Cheltenham ; Croydon (seven); Bradwell; Annfield 
Plain ; Easton ; Quicks Green ; Burnt Hill; Workington; Hunslet ; 
Belford ; Alnw ick ; Dewsbury ; Belle Vale ; Garndiffaith ; Abersychan ; 
Blaenavon ; Gellygaer ; Weston Hills; Llanquicke (two); Westwood ; 
Blackhill ; Milkwell Burn ; ; Shotley Bridge ; East Hedley Hope; Yardley ; 
Micheldever ; Bracknell ; ’ Swaffham ; Baybridge ; Sowerby ; Norwood ; 
South Norwood (two) ; "Alresford ; Nelson ; Ancoats ; Glasgow ; Cause- 
way Green ; Walsham- le- Willows ; Thornton Heath ; Forest Gate ; Long- 
town (two) ; Silloth ; Dalston ; Carlisle ; Cumwhinton ; Faversham (tw 0) ; 

Tranmere; Kidlington; Summerstown ; Griffithstow n; Cena and 
Great Yarmouth ; to lie upon the Table. 


Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Petitions in 
favour, from Llansamlet Lower; Cwmbach (two) ; Girdey : Aberdare ; 
Llanbedr ; Pontypridd ; Merthyr Tydfil (four) ; Liandilo ; Ll: insamlet ; 
Rhyndwyclydach ; Llansamlet Higher (two) ; West Glamorgan ; “‘Dowlais 
(two); Vaynor; Myddfai; Treforest (tw 0); Ponty pridd (four) ; 
Gelligaer; Khydfelan ; Llanwonno ; Bedwellty (two); Brynmawr ; 
Dyfiryn ; Goginan ; Aberystwyth; Pontyberem; Pantgnyn; Mynyddi- 
slwyn ; and Rhymney ; to lie upon the Table _ es . 





VIVISECTION—Petition from Notting Hill, for prohibition ; to lie upon the 
Table pi hae ne she es eh pa i 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FACTORIES AND \WorKsHOpS—Copy presented, of om of the Chief 
Inspector for 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table.. 


EpucaTIon (SCOTLAND)—Copy presented, of Twenty-seventh Annual ieaas 
by the Accountant for Scotland to the Scotch Education Department [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table ‘ ne ve 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Criminal 
and Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the year 1898. Part Il. Criminal 
Statistics [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ‘i wes 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Rules and Pro- 
gramme of Examinations for 1901 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 
Copy presented, of Rule made by the Intermediate Education Board for 
Ireland, appointing Bangor, County Down, an additional place of 
Examination for Boys [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 


BoarD OF EDUCATION (GENERAL Reports) — Copy presented, of General 
Report for the year 1899 by the Chief Inspector of the North-Western 
Division [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ts - 
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2. Arundel Port.—Copy of Annual Report and General Aceount of the 
Commissioners of Arundel Port for period from 25th March, 1899, to 
25th March, 1900 [by Act] 


Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill— 
As amended, considered. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 8, to leave out Clause 1.” —(Mr. James Lowther.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, The Secretary to the Local Govern- 
Peckham) : 518 ment Board (Mr. T. W. 

Mr. William Johnston (Bel- Russell, T'yrone, 8.) ... ‘as 
fast, S.) .. ; as Oxe Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) 


Mr. Grant Lawson (York- 
shire, N.R., Thirsk)  ... 519 


Question put, and agreed to. 
An Amendment made. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read the 
third time.”—(Mr. T. WV. Russell.) 


Mr. Banbury 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the debate be now 
adjourned.” —(Mr. James Lowther.) 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney aid’ The “age Secretary for Ireland 
shire, Newport) .. ... 522 (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) si Ee 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 26 ; Noes, 147. (Division List No. 149.) 


Original Question put, and agreed to. Bill read the third time, and 
passed. 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Extension Bill—Order for con- 
sideration, as amended (by the Standing Committee), read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill, as amended, be 
now considered.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, Mr. Grant Lawson shpat 
S.) “in aba .. 525 N.R., Thirsk) a ; 
Mr, Galloway (Manchester, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 
ery is sn ... 526 Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) : 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- Mir. Banbury (Camberwell, Peck- 
shire, Forest of Dean) ... 527 ham 
The President of the Board Mr. H. C. Richards (Finsbury, 
of Agriculture (Mr. Long, E.) ... 


Liverpool, West Derby)... 529 
Sir William Harcourt (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.)... von, OS 


Question put, and agreed to. Bill considered 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 6, to leave out the word ‘ workman,’ and insert the word 
‘labourers’ instead thereof.” —(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘workman’ stand part of the 
Bill.” 
Mr. Grant Lawson... we 544 The Attorney General (Sir Robert 
Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 7, to leave out from the word ‘by’ to the word ‘ Act,’ in 


line 10, inclusiv e, and insert the words ‘any employer who habitually employs 
for hire one or more workmen in such employment.’ ”—(Mr. Goulding.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘the occupier’ stand part of 
the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Galloway (Manchester, Mr. Cripps —_ (Gloucestershire, 
S.W.) .. i. ... 548 Stroud) ess sth 53 
Mr. Moulton Aeapaiae Sir Robert Finlay ee 
Launceston)... 548 Mr. S. T. Evans (Glamorgan. 
Mr. Cohen (Islington; E. A 548 shire, Mid)... ‘ 
Commander Bethell (York- Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lyn 
shire, E.R., Holderness) 548 regis) ... js : 


Question put, and negatived. 

Remaining words omitted. 

Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 

Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
“To leave out the word ‘habitually.’ ”—(Mr. Strachey.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘habitually’ stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. Long ... . 551 Mr. Warner ated, Lich- 
Mr. Radcliffe Cooke (Here- field) .. 
ford) 552 Commander Bethel 


Sir Robert Finlay 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 205; Noes, 120. (Division List No. 150.) 


Mr. Lloyd-Morgan asian Sir Robert Finlay 
thenshire, W.) . . 557 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
‘* To leave out the words ‘ for hire.’”—(Mr. S. T. Evans.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words ‘for hire’ stand part of the pro- 
posed Amendment.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) 558 Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) 559 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumber- Mr. Long as a .. ooo 
land, Wansbeck) 558 Commander Bethell ... ae 
Sir Robert Finlay ... 559 Mr. Loyd (Berkshire, Abingdon) 560 
Mr. Galloway 559 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“To leave out the words ‘in such employment.’”—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the proposed Amendment.” 


Mr. Long wick ved iad wis sas ve as vc. ORR 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Words, as amended, inserted. 
Amendment proposed— 


“ At the end of Clause 1, toadd, ‘2. Where any such employer agrees with 
a contractor for the execution by or under that contractor of any work in 
agriculture, Section 4 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, shall apply 
in respect of any workman employed in such work as if that employer were 
an undertaker within the meaning of that Act. Provided that where the 
contractor provides and uses machinery for the purpose of threshing, plough- 
ing, or other agricultural work, he, and he alone, shall be liable under this 
Act to pay compensation to any workman employed by him on such work.’ ”” 
—(Captain Pretyman.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Long ... am a Mr. Moulton... a .. 563 
Mr. Gibson Bowles ... 563 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Clause 1, page 1, line 10, after ‘Act,’ insert ‘Where any workman is 
poo age by the same employer mianly in agricultural but partly or occa- 
sionally in other work, this Act shall apply also to the employ of the 
workman in other work.’ ”—(Sir C. Welby.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. Long ... vis .» 565 Captain Sinelair 565 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 12, after the word ‘land,’ to insert the words ‘ or premises.’ ” 
—(Mr. Cawley.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words ‘or premises’ be there inserted.” 
Mr. Long ... io Zs Ue Mr. Soames (Norfolk, S.) 567 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— Cru 
“Tn Clause 1, page 1, line 14, to leave out‘ and the like.’”—(Sir Cameron 
Gull.) 
Into 
Mr. Long ... eee eee cee eee eee ese ese eee 567 
Amendment agreed to. 
’ Dist 
Amendment proposed— 
“In Clause 1, page 1, leave out from beginning of line 15 to ‘ agriculture,’ PuB! 
in line 16.”—(Sir Camerou Gull.) 
Amendment agreed to. 
§ Can 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 16, after the word ‘agriculture,’ to insert the words—‘ A 
workman employed in agriculture shall not be excluded from this Act by 
reason only that the accident arose outside the farm or premises of his employer 
in the course of his work.’ ”--(Captain Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
DISCUSSION :-— 
Mr. Long hy ... 568 Captain Sinclair See ... 568 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 16, after the word ‘agriculture,’ to insert the words, ‘The 
expression “average weekly earnings,” in the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1897, shall, for the purpose of this Act, be deemel to mean six times the work- 
man’s average daily wage during his employment with the employer in whose 
service he shall sustain personal injury by accident, although he may not 
have been so employed for a period of two weeks prior thereto.’ ”—(Mr. 
Goulding.) 


Dor 


uestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
] ; 


DISCUSSION :-— 


Mr. Long ... nee 38 Oe Mr. H. S. Foster (Suffolk, Lowes- Bue 
Mr. John Iilson ... os. IIe toft) ... cau ave ive OD 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. Bra 


Title amended. 


Bill to be read the third time on Wednesday next, and to be printed. 
| Bill 257.} Gre 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Considered in 
Committee. Ral 


=) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Che 


Clause 1 :— 
Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, Nt, Thirsk) — ... ret ae sc BO 


It being half-past Five of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. Sot 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Wednesday next. 
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Cruelty to Wild Animals in Captivity Bill—Considered in Committee, 


and reported, without amendment ; read the third time, and passed 


Intoxicating Liquors (Local Veto) (Ireland) so ibaiael for Second 


Reading read, and discharged. Bill withdrawn 


District Councillors and Guardians: (Term of _— ee a 
second time, and committed for To-morrow 


PusLic Petitions CommitrEeE—Seventh Report brought up, and read; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed ‘ an on - +3 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN MOVEMENT—CaPTURE OF THE TA-KU Forts, ETC.—On 
the Motion for Adjournment :—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 
(Stirling Burghs); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) . ‘is a ste a 


Adjourned at Twenty minutes before Six of the clock. 





LORDS: THURSDAY, 21st JUNE, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with :—St. Albans W ater, London and North Western 
Railway (Wales), Dev iam eee The same were ordered to lie 
on the Table 


Dorking Water Bill {1...]; Fishguard Water and Gas Bill [n. ae ; Menstone 
Water (Transfer) Bill [u. L.]; New port Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Newtown 
and Llanllwehaiarn Urban District Gas Bill [H. ea onneuens Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to a“ “i ane sie viva 


Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway Bill seal Costa Rica Railway 
Company, Limited, Bill [u.t.]—Read 27... . - “s 


Bradford Corporation Bill; Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill— 
Read 24, and committed. "The Committees to be a by the Com- 
mittee of Selection m ‘ 


Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill [1.L.]}—Read 37; Amendments 
made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons . oe ib 


Ramsgate Corporation glace Bill ~— iG Read sais and <a 
and sent to the Commons ‘ 


Charing Cross and Strand Electricity Supply Bill—Standing Order 
No. 93 considered (according to Order), and dispensed with, w ith respect 
to a petition of the Corporation of London. Leave given to present the 
said petition He ree - 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill [1.L.] 
—The Queen’s consent ‘signified ; and Bill ico from the Select 
Committee with Amendment 
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Morecambe Urban District Council ane) iegasuaniale from the Select 


Committee without Amendment 


Market Weighton Drainage and Navigation Bill—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 18th and 
25th of May last discharged ; and Bill committed .. ; 


Christchurch and Bournemouth Tramways Biil; Blackpool, St. Anne’s, 
and Lytham Tramways Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; and 
referred to the Examiners ‘i bia 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Brought from the 
Commons; read 1¢; to be oes and referred to the Examiners. 
(No. 116) ‘eae 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill: Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—Read 2* 
(according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the whole House 
on Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill i: Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill ae). Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill [H.L.]; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 5) Bill a }—House in ommittee (according to Order). 
Bills reported without amendment. Standing Committee neygatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3* To-morrow ; oe sii a 


Metropolitan Common Scheme (Petersham) Provisional Order Bill— 
Read 2¢ (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House To-morrow 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRAINING COLLEGES—Reports on training colleges for the year 1899, by W. 
Scott Coward, Esq., the Hon. Mrs. Colborne, and Sir John Stainer ; list 
of training colleges under inspection... : ile . bite 


EpucaTIon (ScoTLAND)—Twenty-seventh Annual Report by the Accountant 
for Scotland to the Scotch Education Department ... fig ais rye 


FisHERIES (SCOTLAND)—Eighteenth Annual Report of the Fishery Board for 
Scotland, being for the year 1899: Part III. Scientific investigations 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS oma Ss Criminal Statistics 
for the year 1898 as yes ; ati rer he sag 


FISHERIES (IREL: ina wee of the Inspectors of Irish Fisheries, for 
the year 1899 . vi : ake bee vs bs sts vi 


Navy (HyDROGRAPHER’S REpoRT)—Report ae ee for the 
vear 1899, by the Hydrographer ” - sv ‘i’ ‘as 


Care or Goop Horr OpservaTory—Report of the Astronomer at the Cape 
of Good Hope Observatory to the Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty, 
for the year 1899 ide iia 8 = fs 
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FacroRY AND WorKsHop—Annual Report of the Chief Inspector of Factories 
and Workshops, for the year 1899 i sin sie a ¥ 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES)—No. 527. Agricultural and other 
natural resources of Tripoli- Presented (by Command), and ordered to 
lie on the Table os ney om on Sas ns mn 


GREENWICH HosPiITAL AND TRAVERS’ FOUNDATION — Statement of the 
estimated income and expenditure of Greenwich Hospital and of Travers’ 
Foundation for 1900-1901 oe ae od sae bi 


CouNTY OFFICERS AND Courts (IRELAND) Act, 1877—Account of receipts 
and payments under the Act during the year ended 31st March, 1900 


INTERMEDIATE EpvcATION (IRELAND)—1. Rules and programme of examina- 
tions for the year 1901; 2. Rules made by the Intermediate Education 
Board for Ireland appointing Bangor, county Down, an additional place 
of examination for boys in 1900 ; laid before the House (pursuant to — 
and ordered to lie on the Table = a me — ne 


ARUNDEL Port—<Account and Report for 1899-1900. Delivered aan to 
Act), and ordered to lie upon the Table Pr 


PETITIONS. 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—Petition in favour of ; of the 
General Assembly of the Church of Scotland ; read, and ordered to lie 


upon the Table 


STATUE OF OLIVER CROMWELL, AT WESTMINSTER—Petition for the removal 
of ; of persons signing ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table . 


PusLic AccouNTs—Message from the Commons for leave for the Clerk of the 
Parliaments to attend to be examined as a witness before the Select 
Committee of that House. Leave given accordingly, and a ne 

ordered to be sent to the Commons to acquaint them therewith . eee 


Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill. 
[No. 114]; Cruelty to Wild Animals in Captivity Bill. oie Hl; 
brought from the Commons ; read 1*; and to be printed .. 


Volunteers Bill [H.L.]—House in Committee (according to Order). 
Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 


Lord Monkswell ... 577 The Earl of Kimberley ... 
mt a y of State for 
r (The Marquess a 
Lan nsdowne) ae 577 


Clause 2 agreed to. 


Other clauses agreed to; Bill reported without amendment; and 
re-committed to the Standing Committee. 
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Military Lands Bill—House in Committee (according to Order). 


Clause 1 :— 
Moved— 


“Tn Clause 1, page 1, line 8, to leave out ‘by or on behalf of a Volunteer 
corps.’ ”—(The Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved—— 


“Tn Clause 1, page 1, line 9, to leave out from ‘and’ to ‘may’ in line 11, 
and to insert ‘for this purpose.’ ”—(7he Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Consequential Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 amended, and agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 

Moved— 


“In Clause 3, page 2, line 4, after ‘ purposes’ to leave out to the end of the 
clause and insert ‘the regulations contained in the Schedule hereto as to the 
confirmation and otherwise of the resolution mentioned in this section shall 
apply in the same manner as if. they were re-enacted in the Act.’ ”—(Lord 
Monkswell.) 


The Marquess of Lansdowne 580 Lord Monkswell... =... °... 58 
The Lord Chancellor (The The Earl of Kimberley ... 35 a 
Earl of Halsbury) ... 580 


On Question, their Lordships proceeded to a division. 
On the question being again put the Amendment was negatived. 
The Marquess of Lansdowne oe vs se ses in OR 
Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 4, 5, and 6 agreed to. 
Moved— 


“ To insert as a new clause, after Clause 6:—‘(1.) In the application of 
this Act to Scotland the following provision shall have effect—(a) The expres- 
sions ‘council of any urban district” and “ council of any urban district other 
than a borough” shall mean the commissioners of a police burgh; (+) the 
expression ‘‘ Public Health Acts” shall mean The Public Health (Scotland) 
Act, 1897, provided that the limit of rate imposed by that Act shall not apply 
to any rate authorised hy this Act; (¢) the expression “hire” shall mean “take 
on lease” ; (d) references to the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, and to 
Section 25 and Sub-sections (2) to (4) and (7) to (9)%of Section 26 thereof shall be 
substituted for references to the Local Government Act, 1894, and to Section 9 
and Sub-sections (2) to (5) and (8) to (10) thereof respectively ; (e) a reference to 
Sub-section (8) of Section 25 of the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894, 
shall be substituted for a reference to Sub-sections (1) and (5) of the Local 
Government Act, 1888; (f) in Section 6 of this Act the expression ‘‘ Local 
Government Board” shall mean the Local Government Board for Segtland. (2) 
In Sub-section (9) of Section 25 of the Military Lands Act, 1892, ‘‘ twenty-one” 
shall be substituted for “ twenty-two.” ’”—(The Marquess of Lansdowne.) 


On Question, new Clause agreed to. 


Clause 7 agreed to ; Bill recommitted to the Standing Committee ; and to 
be reprinted as amended. (No. 117.) 
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Uganda Railway Bill [Seconp Rzapinc]—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read, 


Page 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(The Marquess 
of Salisbury.) 
The Earl of Kimberley... 586 The Marquess of Sulisbury... ... 587 
On Question agreed to; Bill read 2* accordingly, and committed to a 


Committee of the whole House to-morrow, and Standing Order No. 
XX XIX. to be considered in order to its being dispensed with. 


THE CROMWELL STATUE. 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Hardwicke ... 588 Lord Morris _... . 595 
The Marquess of Salisbury... 592 The Earl of Kimberley .. . O97 
The Earl of Halsbury ... + 595 The Earl of Hardwicke .. .. 598 


G.P.O.—TRANSFER TO MouNT PLEASANT—POSTAL REARRANGEMENTS, 
Deays, Etc. 


Question, Earl <a Answer, The Postmaster-General (The Marquess of 





Londonderry) .. 598 
Hours oF Lazsour IN SHops—Question, Lord Av ita ; Answer, The 
Marquess of Salisbury... oo ss = we ee . sxe 
581 § Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’s Sister) Bill [1.L.]—Amendments 
581 reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow ... -.. 602 
House adjourned at Twenty-five minutes past Six of the clock. 
582 — 
COMMONS: THURSDAY, 21st JUNE, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill—Order [22nd March], That 
the Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill be committed to the Com- 
mittee to be nominated by the Commlttee of Selection for the con- 
sideration of other Private Bills relating to electric power, read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the order be discharged.” — 
(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottingham- The Chairman of Committees (Mr. 
shire, Rusheliffe) ... 603 J. W. Lowther, Cumberland, 
Penrith) as . 603 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company Bill [Annuities] (By Order) 
—Resolution reported :—‘“ That it is expedient to authorise the creation 
of Annuities to be charged on and payable out of the Revenues of India 
in lieu of the sum of money amounting to £34,859,217 17s. 6d. agreed 
upon for the purchase by the Secretary of State in Council of India 
of the undertaking of the Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company, and 
the payment of any costs and expenses incurred by the said Secretary of 
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State under any Act of the present session for vesting the said undertaking 
in the said Secretary of State in Council of India ; and also any costs, 
charges, and expenses of obtaining and passing the said Act not provided 
by the surplus profits arising from the said undertaking for the half-year 
ending the 30th day of June, 1900.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House doth agree 
with the Committee in the said Resolution.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottingham- The Secretary of State for India 
shire, Rushcliffe) ... 604 (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Mr. Edmund Robertson Ealing) : 
(Dundee) — .-. 604 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee on the Great 
Indian Peninsula Railway Company Bill, that they have power to make 
provision therein pursuant to the said Resolution.—(Secretary Lord George 
Hamilton.). 


Blackpool, St. Anne’s, and eseamers ae — the third 


time, and passed 


Cowes Pier Bill {Lords]—Queen’s consent ti ta read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments a eT lies ssh 


Great Central Railway Bill [Lords]; Motherwell Water Bill per 3|— 
Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments a 


Dublin Corporation Bill and Clontarf Urban District Council Bill 
(Joint Committee)—Ordered, That Frederick C. Pilkington do attend 
the Joint Committee on the Dublin Corporation Bill and the Clontarf 
Urban District Council Bill on Monday next, at half-past Eleven o’clock 


West Ham Corporation Bill—Reported from the Select Committee on 
Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section B), with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed a ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs—That they have agreed to—Central London 
Railway Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have agreed to—Stockport Corporation Tramways Bill, 
Wakefield Corporation Market Bill, Ossett Corporation Gas Bill, Great 
Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments to—Lancashire Inebriates Acts 
Board Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passsed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under The Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Abergele Gas, Irthling- 
borough Gas, Littlehampton Gas, Lymington Gas, Mablethor pe and Sutton 
and Romford Gas.” Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords] 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords|—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 263} 03 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill read the third time, and passed : , io is 


PETITIONS. 
Coal Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour nd Bill—Petition 


from Kilmarnock, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


County Councillors (Qualification of Women) ee Bill—Petition 
from Kilmarnock, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Kilmarnock, 
against ; to lie upon the Table sis mes aa 


Education (Scotland) Bill—Petitions against, from Cullen, Fraserburgh, 
Banff, and Royal, Parliamentary, and Police Burghs of Scotland ; to lie 
upon the Table sii sa " ‘ 


Factories and Workshops Bill—Petitions against, from Shoreditch, and 
Enfield ; to lie upon the Table ea i “he ‘ sh 


Inebriates Amendment — Bill—Petition from Dunfermline, in 
favour : to lie upon the Table : om sk ois 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Act (1854) 7 eaaaa Bill—Petition, 


from Dundee, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 





Land Values Taxation (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Kilmarnock ; and Dundee ; to lie upon the Table .. 


Licensed Premises (Hours of Sale) (Scotland) Bill—Petition from 
Kilmarnock, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ale > . 


Licensing Acts Amendment (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Kilmarnock, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ae as tle ath 


Local Authorities Officers’ [rca Bill—Petition from Erith, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table hat oe a : : 


Locai Government (Scotland) Act (1894) ; reac —— 
from Dundee, in favour ; to lie upon the ‘lable 


Lunacy cline from Birmingham, for alteration ; to lie — the 
Table 4 nee oat — le re ve 


Petty Customs Abolition (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Linlithgow, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 
Petition from Dunfermline, in fav our ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Rating of ha ony pean from West imercs for alteration of law ; 
to lie upon the Table . és ‘ ES ine Sei siti 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Romford ; Swindon; Walsingham; Ploughtield ; Sandbach ; Norwich ; 
Morpeth ; Kempston ; Bampton ; Caerphilly ; ’ Boston ; Houghton-le- 
Spring ; Broadwindsor ; Stourbridge ; Brighton ; Wolverhampton ; 

tuckhall ; Dorstone ; Shenmore ; Cagebrook ; ‘ and Pow church ; to lie upon 


the Table 
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Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Pectitions 


against, from Torquay ; and Darlington ; to lie upon the Table 

Petitions in favour, from Watchet; Tettenhall Wood; Winchester 
(five) ; Ossett ; Stockport ; Rochester ; King’s Lynn ; Clungunford ; Croy- 
don ; Swindon (two) ; Hebden Bridge ; Porthleven ; Llorney ; Lewisham ; 
Withnell Fold; Caerphilly ; Salford (two) ; South Hiendley ; Royston ; 
Shivemoor; Portishead; Hersham; Jarrow; Sutton; Bedford {two); 
Andover ; Macclesfield; Bampton; Pontypridd ; Chelmsford; Nailsea ; 
Exmouth ; Morley; Ampthill; Kempston; Maulden; Biggleswade ; 
Shillington ; Bratton Fleming; Morley; Land Key; Langridgeford ; 
Leicester ; Wigston Magna ; Loddiswell ; Tiverton; Llandrindod Wells ; 
Llangunllo; Mirfield; Bradford (three); Pontnewynydd; Penybont ; 
Bideford ; Abbotsham ; Longridge ; Walsall ; Newchurch ; Morpeth (two) ; 
Cranborne; Langton; Heckington Fen; Sleaford; Cornsay (three) ; 
South Moor; Dulwich; Walsall; Penge; Hull (eight); Blackburn ; 
Edinburgh ; Walsingham; Aspatria ; Maryport; Folkestone (three) ; 
Norwich ; Bristol ; Mansfield Woodhouse ; Upper Parkstone; Walton 
(three); Atherstone; Longford ; Hampstead Road ; Warrington ; Ore ; 
Tolmer Square ; Stoneferry ; Aldeburgh ; Clayton le Moors ; Rishton ; Little 
Hulton ; Moseley Road; Ferndale ; Hythe ; Littlehampton ; Bridgwater ; 
Bedwellty (two) ; Brixham ; Jarrow; Rugeley ; Sutton-in-Ashfield ; Hough- 
ton-le-Spring; Worthing; Dulverton; Ringley ; Greenhithe ; Dartford ; 
Monmouth ; Collingham; Llanbadarn Lower; Radcliffe; Sheerness ; 
Pontywain ; Little Lever ; Maidstone (five) ; Pontypridd ; Thorne Branch ; 
Kimpton; Bristol (eleven); East Kirkby (two); Weston-super-Mare ; 
Minehead ; Belvedere ; Mansfield (four) ; Pleaseley ; Pleaseley Hill (two) ; 
Liverpool ; Isle of Wight; Atherstone; Hull (four); Smail Heath ; 
Guilden Morden; Nuncargate; Norwich; Platt Bridge ; Lamberhead 
Green ; Bacup (three) ; Winfarthing ; Ince; Fersfield ; Hindley ; Abram ; 
Fareham ; East Bridgford; Liverpool; Ashley Down; Moses Gate ; 
Little Hulton; Upton; Rawtenstall (two); Levenshulme; Rastrick ; 
Blairgowrie ; St. Pancras ; Brighouse ; Truro; Chapel Ashton ; Audlem ; 
Chester; Clotton; Whitegate; Bedminster; Wellington; Swanwick ; 
Belper; St. Kilda; Jarrow-on-Tyne (five); Farnworth; Nuneaton ; 
Radcliffe-on-Trent ; Blackwood ; Stow; Freshwater (three); Aughton ; 
Great Lever ; Sheffield (fifteen) ; Bingham ; Newcastle-under-Lyne (two) ; 
Llwynadda; Aberystwith ; Bath; Nunney; Westfield; Fulham ; Totter- 
down (six); Ryndwyclydach; Llansamlet Higher (two); Llansamlet 
Lower ; Gowerton ; Llanguicke ; St. Albans (two) ; Willington ; Chelten- 
ham ; Waterfoot ; Stroud; Threeburrows; North West Ham; Murton 
Colliery ; Liscard; Branksome; Marylebone (two) ; Clapham Junction ; 
Newent ; Kingswood (three) ; Stratford; Market Harboro’ ; Baddesley ; 
Atherstone (three) ; Bistre ; Buckley ; Woodborough ; Old Basford (four) ; 
Bulwell; Ryhope (two); Petworth; Marshland; Faringdon; East 
Hagbourne ; Irby ; Rossendale ; Mount Tabor ; New Feary ; New Brighton ; 
Heswall; Great Saughall; Birkenhead; Seacombe ; Liscard ; Egremont 
(two) ; Reading (three) ; Aylsham ; Notting (three) ; Appledore ; Oldbury ; 
Darwen ; Ilfracombe ; Barnstaple ; Prenton ; Eastham ; Beeston ; Arnold ; 
Daybrooke ; Rushcliffe ; Finchley Road ; Ipswich; St. Thomas ; Exeter 
(two); Hatfield; Bristol (four); Repton; Mickleover; Littleover ; 
Middlesborough Langtoft ; Bridlington; Ashby-de-la-Zouch ; Plymouth ; Sa 
Buckfastleigh (four); Bawell; Markham ; Bury ; Bulmer; St. Leonards 
(two) ; Cefncoedycymer ; Merthyr Tydfil (twelve) ; St. Helens ; Holywell 
Green; Burslem; Hampstead; Okehampton; Wilby; Single Hill; 
Streatham ; Llandoxery ; Burry Port; Llandilo; Slingsby ; Coneystorpe ; 8a 
Silverhill; Amotherby ; Kirkheaton; Women’s Pleasant Sunday After- 
noon Society ; Bolton (two); Caerphilly ; Treforest (two); Abercynon ; 
Pontypridd (three) ; Rhydfelen ; Enfield ; Llanwonno ; Darwen; Westburn ; 
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Hampstead ; Bressingham ; Gateley ; Little Ryburgh; Appleby; Trout- 
beck Bridge; Kentish Town (three); North Lopham; Weston-super- 
Mare; Bath; Hemington (two); Frome; Wellow; Single Hill; 

Tiverton-on-Avon ; Radstock ; North Petherton ; Tryddyn (two) ; 
Ffynnongroew ; Ystradyfodwg (two) ; Williams Town ; ; Llwynypia ; 

Birkenhead ; New Brompton (two); Bolton; Rawmarsh; Rotherham ; 
Gwyrsylist ; Fulham (two) ; London’; Sleaford ; Mexborough ; Okeford 
Fitzpane ; Luton : Romford ; Hull ome); Honley ; Houghton-le-Spring ; 
Tewkesbury Abbey ; Rumbold ; Hastings ; Sturminster Newton ; Boston ; 
Brixham ; Wolverhampton ; Sharpness; Pembroke Docks; Leeds ; 
Child’s Hill; Southampton; New Brompton (two); Camberwell ; 
Dunstable ; Herne Hill; Widnes (four); Sleaford; Huddersfield ; 
Nottingham (nine); Hale Bank; St. Day (two); Hayle; Goonbell ; 
Camborne (two); Willesden (three); Piddletrenthide ; Llanedy ; 
Harlesden ; Portesham (two); Abbotsbury (two); Whitby; Ilford; 
Sawbridgeworth ; Rotherham; East Ham; Blandford; Sherborne ; 
Great Stanmore ; Stalbridge ; Marnhull.; Harlesden; Hendon ; Winter- 
borne Kingston ; Sturminster Newton; Okeford Fitzpaine; Ibberton ; 
Birmingham (three); Dodworth; Romford (three); Broadwindsor ; 
Skipton ; Yetminster ; Derby (two) ; Ambleside ; Peterborough ; Brighton 
(five) ; Kirkby Lonsdale ; Casterton ; Hove ; Toddington (two) ; Kendal ; 
Leighton Buzzard ; Kilbirnie ; Cricklew ood ; Worcester ; Little Ilford ; 
Hull; Harold W: ood ; Crane Moor ; Ruabon ; York (five) ; Birdwell ; 
Worsboro’ Bridge ; W orsboro’ Common ; Silkstone Common ; Sharpenhoe ; 
Thurgoland ; Cullen ;, Whitby (two) ; Hornchurch ; Finchley Lane ; 
Luton ; W yehbold ; Birdwell ; New Barnet (seven); Burtle ; Bridgwater 
(three) ; Minehead ; Stourbridge ; Barlborough ; Aspley Guise ; Calverley ; 
Stratton St. Margarets ; Dronfield ; Beighton; Lydiard Tregooze ; 
Sheffield (two); Preston; Staveley; Shaw; Dewsbury ; Leek (four) ; 
Bradley Green ; Lancaster and Cheshire Working People ; Camden Road ; 
Manchester ; Cheetham Hill; Heath Town; Wolverhampton (two) ; 
Nottingham (five); Cotgrave; Hockley (two); Cheadle; Devonport ; 
Stonehouse (two); Stoke; Boston (seven); Sutterton; Leek; Butter- 
wick; Aspley Guise (two); Wadebridge; Leeds; Luton; Barton ; 


Toddington ; Romford (sixteen); Newquay; Cheetham Hill Road ; 


Chester (four); Palin Street; Barnton; Norley; Shurlack; Rathy ; 
Mevagissey ; Kingstone ; Vowchurch ; Ploughfield; Didley; Ruckhall ; 
Dorstone ; Shenmore ; Coventry (two) ; Walsall ; Chasetown ; Burntwood ; 
Stockport (two); Morley; Newbattle; New Invention; Knighton ; 
Wakefield ; New Lampton; Upper Parkstone; Poole; Wareham ; 
Carlisle; Southsea; Cagebrook; East Dulwich; Troedyraur; Great 
Grimsby (two) ; Pudsey ; Egremont ;. Cheshire ; Sulcoates ;- Clay Cross ; 
Great Driffield ; Wimborne ; — (two) 5 and Kingswood ; to lie Yer 
the Table ES 


Sale of Intoxicating ‘iets to Children (Geotland) Bill—Petitions 
against, from Kirkcaldy ; and Kilsyth ; to lie upon the Table. 

Petitions in favour, _ Bothwell ; Lesmahagow ; Kirkcaldy ; Dysart ; 
Carsphairn ; Swinton ; arth ‘Peebles ; Elgin (two); Callander ; 
Dunnichan ; Dundee (five) ; ys Slew Kelvinside ; Lochee ; Dalziel ; and 
Govan ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children n (No. 2 Bill, and dite 
Closing (Monmouthshire) a in favour, from Bath ; 3 and 
Maidstone ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ‘ 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) B Bill ; sam tata 
(Monmouthshire) Bill; and Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on 
Sunday Bill—Petition from Worcester, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 
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ine Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Rother- 
ham; Rawmarsh; Llwynpia; Gwersyllt ; Drighlington ; Sleaford ; 
Okeford Fitzpaine (two) ; Luton (four) ; Ibberton ; Hull ;sx Upton Park ; 
Tewkesbury Abbey ; Sturminster Newton (two) ; Honley ; ; Hastings ; 
Rumbold ; Boston (two) ; Evesham; Sharness; New Brompton ; Dunstable; 
Poole ; Sleaford (two); Widnes (three) ; Nottingham ; St. ‘Day (two) ; Bo 
Hayle; Goonbell ; Childs Hill, N.W.; Willesden (two) ; Llanedy ; 
Portesham (two) ; East Han ; Birmingham (two) ; Teddington (three) ; 
St. Pauls ; Broad windsor ; Kildwick ; Abbotsbury (two); Kendal ; 
Brighton (two) ; Hove ; Kinning Park ; ’ Brentwood ; Southampton ; York N 
(three) ; Cricklewood ; WwW adebridge ; Mount Charles ; St. Austell (two); 
Charlestown ; W olverhampton (ive) Hook ; Stratton St. Margarets ; 
. Manchester (five) ; Shaw ; Purton ; Buckland Newton ; Piddletrenthide ; 
Whitby (five) ; Blandford ; Sherborne ; Stalbridge ; Marnhull ; Winter. 
bourne ; Derby ; Tebay ; Ambleside ; Peterborough ; Casterton ; Kirkby 
Lonsdale ; Romford : Ruabon ; Little Ilford ; Burtle ; Puriton ; Mine- Gr 
head ; Stourbridge ; Bridgwater : ; Barlborough ; Sheffield (three) : Staveley ; 
Dewsbury ; Aspley Guise ; Biddulph; Bradley Green ; Cheadle: Stoke ; 
Sharpenhoe ; Packmoor ; Oldbury; Darwen; Suiterton ; Boston ; Butter- 
wick ; Swineshead Bridge; Polgooth; Newquay ; St. Blazey ; Fowey ; 
Carlisle ; Edinburgh; Croydon; Ibstock; Withnell Fold; Swindon; Di: 
Tiverton ; Porthleven ; Llanquicke ; Knighton ; Lloiney ; Nailsea ; Fenton ; 
Sutton ; Pontnewynydd ; Talymain; Arlesey ; Portishead ; Chelmsford ; 
Bedford (two) ; Loddiswell ; Biggleswade ; Shillington ; Maulden ; Lang- 
ridgeford ; Barnstaple ; Kempston ; Leicester ; Wigton Magna ; Llan- 
degley ; Ampthill ; Wakefield ; Tettenhall Wood ; Newchurch ; Morpeth ; Ea 
Langton Maltravers ; Poole ; Wareham ; Cranborne ; Heckington Fen ; 
Hulme; Eastwood ; Great Driffield; Blackburn; Bradford (three) ; 
Norwich ; ; Shaldon ; ’Ratby ; Chesterton ; Maryport ; Southwark ; Filey ; 
Aldeburgh ; Walton ; Chester (three) ; Radford ; Nottingham ; Shurlach ; TR 
Barnton ; Stanningley ; ; Pudsey ; Bewdley ; Calverley ; Nelson (three) ; 
Bradley ; Roughlee ; Clayton-le- Moors ; Southfield Barley ; Reedyford ; 
Egremont: Sandbach ; New Invention ; Chasetown ; Burntwood ; New 
Lambton; Morley ; Steckport; Hylton; Teignmouth; Garndiffaith ; El 
Bath ; Mevagissey ; Kingstone; and Didley ; to lie upon the Table... 612 


Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Llwynypia ; Llanedy ; a? i aa Llandegly ; 


and Caerphilly ; to lie upon the Table be a .. 613 Ele 
Teinds orig cpagiianae from Dunfermline, in favour ; to lie sis 
the Table ; : Ae is wi . 6 
Temperance Reform Threefold Option (Scotland) ee from Lor 
ngringgend, in favour ; to lie upon the Table _... 613 
VIvIsECTION—Petition from Hull, for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table ... 613 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY IN THE PROVINCES (CONTRIBUTIONS IN LIEU OF 
LocaL Rates)—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 23rd 
February ; Sir Albert aeiie-« to lie -_ the ae and to be Printed. 

[No. 221.]_... 613 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (osinite OF Lainbi chu sisililiac relative 
thereto [ordered 23rd February ; Sir Albert deep sa ; to lie cinggg the T sss 
and to be printed. [No. 222.] vs 613 
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CounTY OFFICERS AND Courts (IRELAND) Act, 1877—Account presented, 
of the Receipts and Payments under the Act during the year ended the 
31st March, 1900 [by sia to lie i the — and to be Caengin 
(No. 223]... 613 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (TRAINING COLLEGES)—Copy presented, of Reports 
relating to Training —— for the ah 1899 we Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table ose sae "se - 614 


NavaAL Worxs—Copy presented, of Statement showing the total estimated 
cost of each work, the estimated expenditure thereon to 31st March, 1900, 
and the amount available to meet expenditure in 1900-1901, together 
with the ws date of — a eee ak to lie — the 
Table ... , 614 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND TRAVERS’ FOUNDATION—Copy presented, of State- 
ment of the estimated Income and Expenditure of Greenwich Hospital 
and of Travers’ Foundation for the rene 1900-1901 iby a to lie ea 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 224.] _ ... . 614 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS AcTs, 1894 AND 1896—Copy presented, of Two Orders, 
Nos. 6,092 and 6,106, dated respectively the 16th May and 16th June, 
1900, revoking certain Orders of the Board relating to the ities of 
Foreign Animals [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... % 614 


East INDIA (FINANCIAL STATEMENT, 1900-1901)—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address, 28th May ; Sir Henry sre ie to lie esi the ore 


and to be printed. [No. 225.] ms 614 
TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES)—Copy eiianent of Diplomatic 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 527 T [by ee oe to 
lie upon the Table Ww. ps ih ey . 614 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill—Copy ordered, “ of 
612 Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 6) Bill.” —(Mr. Ritchie.) ... pil oa mre me a .. 614 


613 | Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill—Copy ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Electric ~— Provisional Orders 


613 (No. 8) Bill."—(Mr. Ritchie.) .. is i ws es ins nas 
LocaL TAXATION (ENGLAND) Account 1899-1900—Return ordered, “showing, 
613 in respect of the financial year ended the 31st day of March, 1900, the 
distribution of the proceeds of the Local Taxation, Licences, Estate Duty, 
613 and Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Duties paid into the Local 


Taxation (England) Account in pursuance of the provisions of the Local 
Government Act, 1888, the Finance Act, 1894, and the Local Taxation 
(Customs and Excise) Act, 1890 (in continuation of apa oa 


No. 301, of Session 1899). ”"_(Mr. T. W. Russell.) .. = , 615 
QUESTIONS. 
613 
. §Sourh ArricANn War—Lorp Roserts’s PROCLAMATION ANNEXING THE 
ORANGE FREE STATE—Question, Mr. Channing (Northamsptonhire, E.) ; 
613 Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies ess J. rn 


Birmingham, W.) ... sia ‘i , ‘ 615 
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MARTIAL LAW—TREATMENT OF CAPE REBELS 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain... i Be 





Question, Mr. Channing ; 


MEDICAL TREATMENT OF SOLDIERS ON FuRLOUGH—CASE OF PRIVATE 
MITCHELL—Questions, Sir Edward Gourley (Sunderland), Mr. Marks 
(Tower Hamlets, St. George’s) ; Answers, The Under conan ih of State 
for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dov er) wae des a se dee 


@np BATTALION WILTSHIRE VOLUNTEERS—CasE OF JOHN Kine—Questions, 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade), Dr. Farquharson 
(Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ee i va 


VOLUNTEER CAMPS OF INSTRUCTION—OFFICERS’ COMMAND PAy—Question, 
Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham a 


PROMOTIONS FROM THE Ranks—Question, Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, 
N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham am oe is an ea 
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Hitchin) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham . ie ‘an sas de 


IMPERIAL PENNY PosTAGE—EXTENSION TO ORANGE RIVER COLONY AND 
THE TRANSVAAL—Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) A 


DECEASED Orricers’ War MepALs— Question, General Laurie ese aba 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 6 he re bs doh 


SALISBURY PLAIN MAN@UVRES—COMMISSARIAT BREAKDOWN—Questions, 
Mr. Holland (Yorkshire, W.R., Rotherham), Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, 
Chorley), and Captain Norton (Newington, W.); Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


Post OFFICE "pag son s—Camp LEAVE—Question, Colonel Dalbiac (Cam- 
berwell, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury R sid sow ire ing 


ALDERSHOT MAN@®UVRES—HEAT CAasUALTIES—Questions, Mr. eer and 
Sir J. Fergusson ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham i bis ‘ae 


GENERAL STAFF AT ALDERSHOT—Question, Mr. Jeffreys Corr N.); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham eis be 





VOLUNTEER CAMP! "FICERS—Question, Mr. Billson ee ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham. ee ee ses és tie 

MACHYNLLETH RIFLE RANGE—Question, Colonel Pryce-Jones i aan iti 
Borough) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... Sip dies s and 


RoyaL ComMIssion ON INDIAN EXPENDITURE—Question, Sir William 
Wedderburn a: Answer, The ox of State for India 
(Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing)... ’ vi ve 


INDIAN FINANCIAL ner aes Sir William Wedderburn ; Answer, 
Lord G. Hamilton ; vi mn sini ee 


AFGHANISTAN—PROHIBITION OF TRADE WITH INDIA—Question, Mr. Maclean 
(Cardiff) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ¥éi ee we ie a 


INDIAN MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT—Question, Mr. Maclean; Answer, Lord 
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INDIAN  BuDGET—Questions, Sir William Wedderburn and Mr. Maclean; 
Answers. The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


TURKISH GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS—ENGLISH TENDERERS—Question, Sir E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall); Answer, The ee of 
State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ; 





RAILWAYS IN AsIA MINOR—-RussIAN CoNCESSIONS—Question, Sir E. Ash- 

mead-Bartlett ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick a cu AS al 
ANTI-FOREIGN DISTURBANCES—RECENT OPERATIONS—TIENTSIN AND 
"PEKING—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis — ener sis Mr. 
Brodrick BY ay Se Be. ; ee sa 





COMMAND OF THE BRITISH ForcES IN CHINA—CO-OPERATION OF JAPAN WITH 
THE EvROPEAN PoWERS—Questions, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett and Sir J. 
Colomb (Great Yarmouth); Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


LEAD PoIsONING—RETURNS—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home a 
ment (Sir M. White Ridley, Lances., Blackpool) de ; = 


CLERK OF THE PEACE FOR STAFFORDSHIRE—Question, Mr. Coghill (Stoke- 
upon-Trent) ; Answer, Mr. White Ridley vid si me duc 


TEACHERS’ SUPERANNUATION IN THE CHANNEL ISLANDS AND THE ISLE OF 
Man— eau Mr. Yoxall siceiatanll 3 rene Sir M. White 
Ridley .. és “ he bes sae 


WoORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT—MEeEpDICAL EXAMINATIONS—Question, Mr. 
Woods (Essex, Walthamstow) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley : 


ScorrisH TRAINING COLLEGES—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A Graham Murray, Buteshire) 





SLoucH RatLway ACCIDENT — Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree 
(Bethnal Green, N.E.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


LIVERPOOL CENSUS RETURNS—Question, Sir John Willox (Liverpool, Everton) ; 
Answer, The President of the Local Government Board ir bees 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford ee ; : 


G.P.0.—TRANSFER TO MOUNT PLEASANT—POSTAL REARRANGEMENT DELAYS, 
ETC.—Questions, Mr. Henniker Heaton and. Mr. Maddison (Shotfeld, 
Brightside) ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury ; 


British MusEuUM—ANNUAL ReETURN—Question, Sir Hem Howarth 
(Salford, 8S.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury sd 


InIsH GOLD ORNAMENTS—TREASURE TROVE-—Questions, Mr. J. ‘sage 
(Montrose Burghs), and Mr. Stanley Leighton cai vaeneay 
Answers, Mr. Hanbury and Mr. A. J. Balfour 


KILLYLEA NATIONAL SCHOOL—Question, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds Central) 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, Sy Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... — i oe at one 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON TRADE, ETC. — Ordered, That the Standing 


Committee on Trade, etc., have leave to sit this day till Four o’clock 
during the Sitting of the House.—(M/r. Laurence Hardy.) .. 


Agricultural Holdings Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee on 
Trade, etc., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 226.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 226.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be considered upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 258.] ~ sf _ 


NEW BILIS. 


Loca GOVERNMENT (IRELAND)—The Chief wrcalinie for Ireland (} = G. W. 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) ase ‘ tie 


Bill to amend Sections 42, 51, 54, 56, 57, 69, 103, 115, and 121 of The 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, and Articles 19, 24, and 36 of the 
Schedule to The Local Government (Application of Enactments) Order, 
1898, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. A.ttorney- 
General for Ireland. 

Local Government (Ireland) Bill—“ To amend Sections 42, 51, 54, 56, 57, 
69, 103, 115, 121 of The Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, and 
Articles 19, 24, and 36 of the Schedule to The Local Government 
(Application of Enactments) Order, 1898,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time seit Monday next, and to be printed. 
[Bill 259.] a + ; rae , 


LocAL GOVERNMENT IRELAND (No. 2)—Mr. G. W. Balfour... 
Bill to provide for the alteration of the Local Government (Procedure of 
Councils) Order, 1899, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour 
and Mr. Attorney-General for Ireland. 


Local Government (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill—“ To provide for the alteration 
of the Local Government (Procedure of Councils) Order, 1899,” presented, 
and read the first time ; to be read a second time — Monday n next, and 
to be printed. [Bill 260. : : , is see 


Poor RE.IEF (IRELAND)—Mr. G. W. Balfour 
Bill to amend the Poor Relief (Ireland) Acts, 1838 to 1892, with respect 
to relief given by the maintenance of lunatics and children, and with 
respect to the quantity of land which may be acquired under those Acts, 
ee “ be brought in by Mr. Gerald Ealfour and Mr. Attorney-General 
or Irelan 


Poor Relief (Ireland) Bill—‘ To amend the Poor Relief (Ireland) Acts, 1838 
to 1892, with respect to relief given by the maintenance of lunatics and 
children, and with respect to the quantity of land which may be acquired 
under those Acts,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 261}. . vs 
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Commonwealth of Australia Constitution Bill—Considered in Com- 
mittee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
636 Clause 5 :— 
Amendment again proposed— 


“Tn page | 2, line 14, to leave out from the word ‘ Notwithstanding,’ to the 
word ‘State,’ in line 18, both inclusive.” —(M7r. Secretary Chamberlain.) 


Question again proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Secretary of State for the Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, E.) ... 647 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamber- The Attorney-General (Sir Robert 
637 lain, Birmingham, W.)... 639 Finlay (Inverness Burghs) ... 647 
Mr. Haldane (Haddington- Mr, Bryce (Aberdeen, sl .» 651 
shire) ... ... 642 Mr. Haldane... .. 653 
Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) - 645 Mr. J. Chamberlain... .» 654 
Sir William Anson ee 
University) ne 646 
637 
Question put, and negatived. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
‘*In page 2, line 20, to leave out from the word ‘ Act,’ to the end of line 23.” 
—(Mr. Sceretary Chamber lain.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 
537 DISCUSSION :-— 
Mr. Edmund Robertson(Dundee) 656 Sir Robert Finlay nee . 656 
- Question put, and negatived. 
Remaining clauses agreed to. 
Schedule :— 
Amendments made. 
Mr. Maclean - .» 657 Mr. J. Chamberlain... .» 657 
_ Schedule and Preamble agreed to. 
338 Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered upon Monday next, and 
printed. [Bill 262. Question, Sir H. ne Bannerman ‘Stirling 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain a 658. 
RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF ACCIDENTS) BiLL—[THIRD READING }—Order for 
Third Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read the: 
third time.” 
Amendment proposed— 
38 “To leave out the words ‘now read the third time,’ in order to add the 


words ‘ re-committed in respect of Clause 19,.’”—(Mr. Ca ldwell. ) 
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Question put, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Buchanan ener Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick 
shire, E.) 661 Burghs) +» 663 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A Mr. Colville (Lanarkshire, N.E.) 664 


Graham-Murray, Buteshire) 662 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 214 ; Noes, 109. (Division List No. 151.) 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Elementary Education Bill [Seconp Reapinc.]—Order for Second 





Reading read. 
ae ; In 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months ’”—(Mr. Alfred Hutton.) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) ... 671 Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wilt- 
Mr. Middlemore( Birmingham, shire, Cricklade) a ae Ore 
N.) dit aa vos. ee Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs) 678 
Mr. Yoxall(Nottingham,W.) 672 The Vice-President of the Com- 
Mr. Channing (Northampton- mittee of Council on Education Pos 
shire, E.) is ... 674 (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, University)... user’ G18 
Hoxton) ... ~ .. 675 Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ..- 680 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time and committed to the Standing Committee on 
Law, ete. Cor 
Money-Lending Bill [Lords]|—[Seconp Reapinc.]—Order for Second 
Reading read. 
Motion made, and — proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
Second time.”—(Mr. T. W. Russell.) . 
Dis 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Birrell.) Ed 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the word ‘ now’ stand part of the Question.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Maclean (Cardiff)... 698 The Attorney-General (Sir Robert 


Mr. Warr herp East Finlay, Inverness Burghs) ... 
Toxteth) .. ‘ 702 .. Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid)... 

Mr. Vicary Gibbs (Her f- Mr. H. S. Foster (Suffolk, Lowe- 
fordshire, St. Albans) ... 706 stoft) .. 

Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Mr. Ly yitleton (War wick and Lea- 
Chesterfield) a 708 mington) ‘ 

_ Sir William Anson (Oxford Mr. Hazell (Leicester) . 

University) .. 710 Mujor Rasch (Essex, 8. BE.) 

Mr. Steadman (Tower Ham- Mr. Maddeson isis Brig ght 
lets, Stepney)... on Oe side) ... 

Mr. Gedge (Walsall) Pee 


Motion made, and Question, “That the Debate be now adjourned ”— 
Mr. Marks)—put, and agreed to. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Inebriates Amendment (Scotland) Bill [Lords]—Order read, for resuming 
adjourned Debate on Amendment proposed to Question [18th June], ‘‘ That 


the Bill be now read a second time.’ 


And which Amendment was— 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months. ’” _(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question again proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the 
Question.” 
Debate resumed. 
It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next 


Post OFFICE SITES [EXPENSEs]—-Considered in Committee. 


Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys 
to be provided by Parliament, of all sums payable’ by the Postmaster 
General under any Act of the present session to enable Her Majesty’s 
Postmaster General to acquire lands for the Public Service, and of all 
expenses incurred in carrying into effect the Provisions of such Act.— 


(Mr. Hanbury.) 
Resolution to be reported upon Monday next 
County Courts (Investment of Deposits) Bill [Lords]—Considered in 
Committee. 
Clause I. :— 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next 
District Councillors and Guardians (Term of Office) Bill—Considered 


in Committee, and reported, without amendment; to be read the third 
time upon Monday next : 


Rancesion of the Blind (Scotland) Bill—Read a second ee and com- 
mitted for Monday next . 
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Registration of Firms Bill (Select Committee)— Ordered, That Mr. Hazell Ha 
be discharged from the Select Committee on the Registration of Firms Bill. 
ne, That Mr. Mend] be a Member of the Committee. — lifr 
Villiam M* 4rthur) ... : - 735 
G.P.O.—TRANSFER TO Mount PLEASANT—PosTAL RE-ARRANGEMENTS, 
De.ays, ETC.—On the motion for adjournment—Questions, Mr. Egerton No! 
(Cheshire, Knutsford) and Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answers, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) _ ... 735 P 
0" 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





Mo 
LORDS: FRIDAY, 22np JUNE, 1900. 
Sat First.—The Viscount er (£. ny sat first in Parliament after Tr: 
the death of his father - sa és * vhs we 137 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Tre 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with :—Farnworth Urban District Council ; Gas Light and 
Coke, Commercial Gas, and South Metropolitan Gas Companies ; Halifax 
Corporation ; Huddersfield Corporation Tramways ; Jarrow and "Hebburn Tre 
Electricity Supply ; Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway ; Lambeth 
Water ; London and Saint Katherine Docks and East and West India 
Dock Companies; Mid-Kent Water; Portland Urban District Gas ; 
Southport and Lytham Tramroad ; Wandsworth and Putney Gas. Also 
the Certificate that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have been complied with :—Local Government Provisional Order (No. 1). 
And also the Certificates that the further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bills have not been complied with :—South Metropolitan 
Gas ; Metropolitan District Railway. The same were ordered to lie on 


the Table tobe ‘a cms a _ pes vie eu oo Sn | 
Roe’s Patent Bill [x. as Mesias ge eaten to leave giv en this day), ” 
and read 1¢_... 1 737 
South Metropolitan Gas Bill; Metropolitan District Railway Bill— Wi 
Examiner’s Certificates of non-compliance with the Standing Orders 
referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Tuesday next... ~ oo 
STANDING ORDERS CoMMITTEE.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not El 


complied with in respect of the Petition for Roe’s Patent Bill ought to be 
dispensed with, and leave given to introduce the Bill. That the Standing 
Orders not complied with in respect of the Petition for the Alexandra Park 
Bill ought to be dispensed with. Read, and agreed to... - . 738 EI 


Great Northern Railway Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. The Orders made on the 3rd and 28th of ae? last dis- M 
charged ; and Bill committed ibe 738 


Manchester Corporation Tramways wasps co L. J-Repored from the 
Select Committee with Amendments 738 
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Hamilton Burgh hepeilieiaaasal from the Select Committee with Amend- 


ments ... 


Ilfracombe Improvement Bill; London County Council (Improvements) 
Bill—Read 2¢, and committed. The Committees to be — by 


the Committee of Selection ... 


North British Railway Bill [H.L.]; Walsall — Bill hn 
Read 34, and passed, and sent to the ‘Commons _ 


Cowes Pier Bill [H.1.]; Great Central Railway Bill [H.L.]|—Returned 
from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to os 


Motherwell Water Bill eee from the Commons — 
with Amendments awe . 


see Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [1.L.]—(Bootle Corporation, 
iffe Urban District Council, and St. Helens er Orders 


opposed) 


ae se = Order Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [H.L.]—(Batley Corporation, 

Camborne and Redruth, East Ham Urban District Council, Hull Cor- 
poration, Portobello and re and aegsectm ie Corporation 
Orders opposed) 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [#.1.]—(Garstang and 
Warrington Corporation Orders opjosed). Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the 
Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills, viz.: D. North- 
umberland (chairman); M. Camden, E. Lindsey, V. Frankfort de 
Montmorency, L. Saye and Sele ; agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on Wednesday next, at Eleven 
o'clock, and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel rn the Bills to be heard as 
desired, as also counsel for the Bills .. ‘ wn son oa pay 


Private and Provisional Order Confirmation Bill—Ordered that Standing 
Orders Nos. 72 and 82 be suspended for the remainder of the Session 


en Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.]—House in Committee (according 
o Order). Amendments made: Standing Committee negatived. The 


Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill [H.1.]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders — * Bill Ue sich Read 3° boner ea to 
Order), and passed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill [H.L.] ; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders iit ae Bill ‘i L. “uae 3* sete to — and 


passed .. 


Metropolitan Common Scheme (Petersham) Provisional Order Bill— 
House in Committee (according to Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; ene Committee ume’ ed; and Bill to be read 3* on eae 
next ... ove . 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ELEcTRIC LIGHTING AcTS 1882 To 1890 (PROCEEDINGS)—Report by the Board 
of Trade respecting the applications to and proceedings of the Board of 
Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 to 1890, during the past 

DISEASES OF ANIMALS Acts, 1894 AND 1896—-Two Orders, Nos. 6092 and 
6106, dated the 16th ultimo and 16th instant respectively, revoking 


certain Orders of the Board relating to the landing of foreign animals. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to ‘Act) and ordered to lie on the Table 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [.t.]—Report from the Select Committee 
(with proceedings of the Committee) made, and to be printed. [No. 119.] 
Bill reported, with Amendment, and committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House on Thursday next ; and to be printed as amended. [No. 118] 


Land Charges Bill [u.L.]}—Commons Amendments to be printed. [No. 120] 


Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill—Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2¢ on Thursday next. — he Lord 
James of Hereford.) [No. 121] hi ea jax une 


COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE STANDING ie ei from, 
That the Committee have added the Lord Kinnaird to the Standing 
Committee ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 

Report from, That the Committee have added the Viscount Frankfort 
de Montmorency to the Standing Committee for the consideration of 
the Military Lands Bill ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table : 


Uganda Railway Bill—House in Committee (according to Order). Bill 
reported without amendment ; Standing Committee negatived. Then 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. considered sitet Me to dosing and 
dispensed with. Bill read 3", and passed 


Reserve Forces Bill—(Seconp Reapinc]—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(The Marquess of 
Lansdowne.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Lord Monkswell ... 
The Secretary of State for War (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2% accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Monday next. 


Military Maneuvres Bill [H.L.|—Read 2¢ (according to Order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole House on Monday next sts 


Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’s Sister) Bill—[Tuirp Reapinc|— 
Order of the Day for the Third Reading read. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read the third time.”—-(Lord Strathcona 
and Mount Royal.) 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 


On Question, agreed to, Bill read 3¢ accordingly, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons “mt ii 7 
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Imitation of County Court Process Bill [H.L.]— cies ree Site 
of the Day for the Second Reading read... 742 
Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(The Lord 
Chancellor.) 


The Lord Chancellor of Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) ome “a wee «743 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to ° 
a Committee of the whole House. 


County Surveyors (Ireland) Bill [u.L.]—([Seconp Reapinc]—Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(The Earl of 


Denbigh.) 
On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Monday next... .. 743 


House adjourned at quarter before five of the clock. 





COMMONS: FRIDAY, 22np Jung, 1900. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON Law, Etc.—Ordered, That the Standing Committee 
on Law, and Courts ef Justice, and Legal Procedure, have leave to sit 
this day during the Sitting of the House. —(Mr. Arthur (Connor) w- =T44 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Birmingham (King Edward the Sixth) Schools Bill [Lords] (by Order). 
—Order for Third Reading Read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“‘ To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, in order 
to add the words ‘That this House declines to proceed with a private Bill 
specially exempting one Foundation from the State control imposed by the 
general law upon all Charitable Foundations, including the Universities and 
Colleges of Oxford and Cambridge.’ ”—(Mr. Humphreys- -Owen. ) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E.) 747 The First Lord of the Treasury 

Sir Henry Fowler (Wolver- (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
hampton, LE.) ... 749 chester, E.) ... coe” COR 

Mr, Grant Lawson (York- Mr. Asquith (Fifeshire, EB) sos C00 
shire N.R., Thirsk) —.... 752 The Secretary of State for the 

Mr. Lowe (Birmingham, Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Edgbaston) ee 754 Birmingham, W.) ... oa) ae 

Lord. Edmond Fitzmaurice Mr. J. A. Pease (Northumber- 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) ... 757 land, Tyneside) Asis » 163 


The House divided :—Ayes, 170.; Noes, 102. (Division List No. 152.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill-read the third time, and passed, with Amendments. 
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STANDING OrDERS— Ordered, That so much of Standing Order 91 as 
fixes Five as the quorum of the Select Committee on Standing Orders be 
read, and suspended. 


Ordered, That for the remainder of the Session Three be the eee 
of the Committee. —(Mr. Halsey)... aie vce =n ie oo 15 


Gas Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill—Reported, with Amendments “il a 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill, as 
amended, to be considered upon Monday next ___... es ae 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered on Monday next wee 766 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]—Reported, with an 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next ... : . 766 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next ... ian TF 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next... ‘me «OOF 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill—Keported, 
without amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie sai 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time on Monday next ‘ve 767 


London (Poplar) Provisional Order Bill—Reported, with Amendments 
[Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. om as 
amended, to be considered upon Monday next _... oo 


London (Clerkenwell and Holborn) Provisional Order Bill—Reported, 
with Amendments [Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next... oe TOT 


London County Council —) cpiiin amma with —, 
Report to lie upon the Table.. 767 


Brewery and Commercial Investment Trust Bill [Lords]—Reported, 
without Amendment ; gees to lie cae the Table. Bill to be read the 
third time _.... . ' ea ie 1 


Cumberland County Council (Bridges) Bill—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... ” 767 


Scottish American Investment Company, Limited, Bill [Lords 
Reported, without Amendment ; eee to lie _— the Table. Bill to 
be read the third time - os 


Palkirk Corporation Bill [Lords}—Reported, with Amendments ; oe 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... 768 


Milford Docks Bill [Lords]—Reported, without Amendments ; mas to 
lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time eve 768 
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Commercial Union Assurance Company Bill [Lords]—Reported, without 
Amendment ; Report tolie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time 


South Eastern a Bill [Lords]—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Taff Vale Railway Bill [Lords]—Reported, without Amendment ; ieeiet 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Rhymney Railway Bill [Lords]; Cork Electric Tramways Bill [Lords] ; 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie - the poi and to be 
printed... “ : Vek 


Bristol Water Bill [Lords] —Reported, without Amendment ; Keport to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. Bill to be read the third time 


Whitechapel and Bow Railway Bill [Lords] ; Wirral Railway Bill [Lords] ; 
Reported, with Amendments ; eee to lie — the ee and to be 
printed... ; : ix 


ans, acid and South Western Railway Bill [Lords]—Reported, with 
mendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... 


Bray and Enniskerry Railway Bill; Tottenham Urban District Council 
i. oe with Amendments ; ‘Reports to lie — the — and 
to be printed . ; ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS—That they have agreed to—Electric »Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill, Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 3) Bill, Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill, Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have agreed to Amendments to—Dorking Water Bill — 

Fishguard Water and Gas Bill | Lords], Menstone Water (Transfer) Bill 

Lords], Newport Corporation Bill [Lords], Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn 
rban District Gas Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to confer further 
powers upon the Great Grimsby Street Tramways Company, with respect 
to the construction and working of Tramways in the borough of Grimsby 
and for other purposes.” Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confer upon the Corporation of 
Ramsgate further powers with reference to the local government and 
improvement of the borough; and for other purposes.” Ramsgate 
Corporation Improvements Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to authorise the North British Railway 
Company to construct certain new railways, widenings, and other works ; 
to confer further powers upon the Company and upon other Companies in 
connection with their respective undertakings ; to amalgamate the Aber- 
lady, Gullane, and North Berwick Railway Company, the Newport 
Railway Company, and the Eyemouth Railway Company with the 
Company ; to transfer to and vest in the Company the undertaking of 
the Borrowstounness Harbour Commissioners; to enable the Burntisland 
Harbour Commissioners to borrow and the Company to advance them 
further money ; to authorise the Company to enter into working and 


other agreements with the Invergarry and Fort Augustus | bailway 


Company ; to raise additional capital ; and for other purposes.” North 
British Railway Bill [Lords]. 


xXCV 


Page 






































768 


768 


768 


768 


768 


768 








xevi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 22.) 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to empower the Corporation of 
Walsall to construct tramways ; to extend their powers in regard to 
their gas undertaking ; to make further provision in regard to financial 
matters; and for the improvement of the borough ; and for other 
purposes.” Walsall Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


“Public Accounts.—That they give leave to the Clerk of the Parliaments 
to attend in order to his being examined as a witness before the Select 
Committee appointed by this House on “ Public Accounts.” 


Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill [Lords]; Ramsgate Corporation 
Improvements Bill > ords|; North British Railway Bill {Lords] ; Walsall 
Corporation Bill. [ ords|—Read the first time ;- and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills = bi. ae =e 


PETITIONS. 


Education eee) Bill—Petition from Paisley, against ; to lie upon the 
Table ... ’ . a os Sue 


Factories and Workshops Bill—Petition from Walworth, against ; to lie 
upon the.'Table cas mi 


Land in, gd (New a Bill—Petition from Lee, against ; to lie 
upon the Table . nee 


Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation Bill—Petitions in fav our, 
from Bromley, and Beckenham ; to lie upon the Table doe : 


London Borough Councils (Women’s Disabilities Removal) ‘Bill— 
Petition from St Mary, Battersea, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


Petty Customs Abolition (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Dumfries, in 
avour ; to lie upon the Table sae ; 


Roman CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND—Petition from Bournemouth, 
against establishment ; to lie upon the Table , 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Uckfield ; Burgess Hill ; Eastbourne (two) ; Brighton (two) ; Bradford ; 
Newhaven ; Newburn ; Deal : Lymington ; Gosport ; Luton ; Henley- -on- 
Thames ; Ashington ; Greenhead ; Hexham ; Horsham (two) ; New ewbiggin- 
by-the- Sea ; and Birkenhead ; to lie upon the Table ; dg ee 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions 
against, from East Berks ; and Loughborough to lie upon the Table. 
Petitions in favour, from Portsmouth ; "Tunbridge Wells ; Southport 
(nine) ; Dover (two) ; Northampton ; Dowlais (thirteen) ; Croydon (four) ; 
Herne Bay ; Camberwell (two) ; Elham ; Snainton ; Sherburn; East 
Ayton ; Brampton ; Scarborough (five) ; Seamar ; Crosby ; ; Southmolton 
(two) ; ‘New Tredegar ; Wath ; Burgess Hill ; Littlehampton ; Llanelly 
(twenty-three) ; Birkdale ; Crossens ; Stockport ; Pudsey ; Padiham ; 
Hackney ; Clapham Road ; Trawden ; "South St. Pancras (seven) ; Ains. 
dale ; Earlestown ; Liverpool ; Waterloo (two); Aymestry ; Leintwardine ; 
Adley Moor ; Wigmore ; Hayle ; Forest of Dean; St. Clether; W eek ; 
St. Mary ; Tresmeer ; "Boyton ; Altarnon ; St. ’ Gennys ; W arbstow ; 
Watford ; Harrogate ; Brighton (three) ; ’ Tresparrett ; Maxw rorthy ; 
Treneglos ; Poundstock ; Jacobstow ; Bury; Luckwell ‘Bridge ; Wood 
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Green ; Bicester; Tyersal; Edmonton; Norwich; Measham; Weston- 
super-Mare: Sevenoaks ; Southampton (four); Redruth; St. Breward ; 
Copthorne ; Launceston ; Stratton; St. Michaels; Darwen ; Smethwick 
(two) ; Handsworth (three) ; Whittle Brook ; Patricroft (two) ; Flixton ; 
Little Hulton ; Eccles (two) ; Swinton ; Pendlebury ; : Birmingham (two) ; 
Burnley (six) ; Mereclough ; Calverley ; Pudsey ; Nomansland ; Widnes 
(three) ; Lymington (two) ; Fordingbridge (two) ; Seagrave ; St. Helens 
(two) ; Sutton Oak ; Bishop’s Waltham ; Ponder’s End ; Garston ; St. 
Asaph ; Mossley Hill ; Old Kent Road ; ” Wandsworth : Balham Grove ; 
Shortlands ; Bromley (two) ; Sheffield (five) ; Witham ; Whiston ; Maldon ; 
High Barnet ; Bute ; Braintree ; Loughton (five) ; Peterborough (two) ; 
Langstone ; Wootton-under- -Edge (tw 0) ; Charfield ; Gosport ; Gloucestsr ; 


Burnham; Shipham ; Beaufort ; Cwm ; Victoria ; Porthcawl ; Seaforth ; 
Kennington, Islington ; Weston- -super-Mare ; Aberystwyth ; Battersby 
Junction; Eye; ork ; Adisham ; Shoreham ; Portslade; Southern 


Cross ; Wisbech (two) ; ‘Bolney ; New burn ; 
(two) ; Walbottle ; Saltburn; Sengdale ; Newby ; Stokesley ; Darnall ; 
Bedford College ; Atherton (two) ; New Brompton ; Pudsey (two) ; 
Southminster ; Leigh ; Sparkbrook ; Small Heath ; Cerne Abbas ; ; Lyme 
Regis ; Bowbridge ; Middle Hulton ; Farnworth ; Wibsey ; Idle (six) ; 
Thackley ; Eccleshill (two) ; Heston ; Ty ldesley (two) ; Lancaster ; Grange- 
over Sands ; Barking ; Southend-on-Sea (three) ; Ashton-on- Ribble ; Whit- 


Seotswood ; South Norwood 


tlesea ; Downham Market ; Brigg (six) ; Dovercourt ; New W andsworth ; ‘ 


Middleham ; Middlesbrough ; Ferry Hill ; Eastbourne (six) ; Burgess Hill ; 

Blechington ; Stanton St. John ; Oxford (three) ‘ Cassington (two) ; Long 
Handborough ; Bladon ; Ebbes ; Brades ; Newhaven ; Bolsover ; Woodford ; 

Elm; Leeds; W idnes ; Glossop ; Buxton (three) ; North-West Derby- 
shire; Whitton ; Isleworth ; Copthorne ; Hayward’s Heath; Uckfield ; 

Broughty Ferry ; : Brighton (tw 0) ; Tyldesley ; Islington (five) ; Hillmarton ; 

Goi itaere ; Market Rasen ; Binbrook ; Aylsham ; London; East Bristol 
(two) ; Eastw ood ; Tickhill ; Bingley ; Bristol (thirteen) : Garras Mawyan ;. 
Warrington ; Gulfach ; Paignton ; Stockport; Newbiggin-by-the-Sea ; 
Deal; Kingswood (two) ; ’ Lidgate ; Wickhambrook ; West Hartlepool (two) ; 
Hartlepool ; Glasgow ; Eltham; Wimbledon; Southampton; Calne ; 
Chippenham ; Cwm-y-gaist ; Huddersfield ; Tisbury ; Ely ; Mostyn ; Ched- 
worth ; Melksham ; Gosberton ; Bradford-on-Avon ; Cowes; Seaforth ; 
Whiteparish ; Wadhurst ; Sudbury ; Longwood ; Ryburgh ; Puddington ; 
Witheridge ; Griffithstown (two); Ashington; Dulwich (two); Penge; 
Purley ; Horsham (three) ; Crawley (two); Liskeard; Oldbury; Ter- 
rington ; Swansea (three); Cawston ; Itteringham ; Louth ; Langworth ; 

Berkhampstead ; Oswersby ; Wood Green ; Keighley (six) ; Greenhead ; 

Hexham (two) ; Slaley ; Hemel Hempstead : South Manchester ; Cross 
Hills; Wells next the Sea; Tottenham ; Thornton ; Sutton-in-Craven ; 
Bexhill ; Ealing Dean ; West Coanwood ‘ Allendale Town ; Kentish 
Town, N.W.; Burgess Hill (two); Manchester; Stockport; Oakham ; 
Knaresborough ; Hibaldstow ; Westwood; St. Silas; Aston (six) ;, Bir- 
mingham (two); Bedminster (three); Sudbury; Cleckheaton; Not- 
tingham ; Forest Hill; Widnes; Luddendenfoot; Henham; Saffron 
Walden ; Walsingham ; Holbeach (six); Fleet Fen ; Whaplode Drove ; 
Barwell ; Earl § ilton ; Hinckley ; Brampton ; W ickmere ; Hamworth ; 

Alborough ; ——* Hill; Old Cleeve ; Broomfield ; and Timberscombe ; 

to lie upon the Table . P 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children : (ito. % Bill and pees 


Closing (Monmouthshire) ne from Sheffield, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table ; _ 


Sale of Intoxicating basin to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petition 


Petitions in favour, from - 


from Glasgow, against ; to lie upon the Table. 
Glasgow ; Elgin ; Dyce ; and Dundee ; to lie upon the Table 
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Sunday Closing.(Monmouthshire) Bill 


Petitions in favour, from Burgess 
Hill (two); Birkdale ; Southport (nine) ; Earlestown ; Waterloo (two) ; 
Crosby ; Aymestry; Llanelly (twenty-three) ; Hastings (two); Truro ; 
Tresillian ; Merthyr ; Penweathers ; Lydney ; Old Cleeve; Bury (two) ; 
Walton-on-Thames; Luckwell Bridge; Timberscombe; Redruth ; 
Delabole ; Copthorne; St. Breward ; Launceston (three); Maxworthy ; 
Warbstow ; Trespanett; Treneglos; Poundstock; Jacobstow; Cold 
Northcott; Week St. Mary; Boyton; Tresmeer; Stratton; Saint 
Gennys; Pudsey; Smethwick (three); tiandsworth ; Patricroft (two) ; 
Swinton ; Whittle Brook ; Flixton ; Little Hulton ; Birmingham (two) ; 
Stockport ; Burnley (five); Pendlebury; Mereclough; Odley Moor ; 
Fulledge ; Nomansland; Seagrave; Southampton; Sutton Oak; St. 
Helens; Ponders End; Widnes (six); Oxford ; Mossley Hill ; Balham 
Grove ; Bicester ; Brighton (three) ; Altarnon; Norfolk (two) ; Tyersal ; 
Sheffield (two); Maldon; Sevenoaks; Measham ; Stebbing ; Loughton ; 
Longstone ; Hambledon ; Gosport ; Manchester (six) ; Lutton ; Rhymney ; 
Ebbw Vale (two); New Tredegar; Waunllwyd; Beaufort; Cwm; 
Aberystwyth ; Glyncorwg; Moreton-in-Marsh; Porthcawl; Dowlais 
(fifteen) ; Forest of Dean ; Timberscombe ; Launceston ; Darnall ; Pudsey 
(two); Sparkbrook ; Small Heath; Cerne Abbas; Bowbridge ; Lyme 
Regis ; Middle Hulton ; Farnworth ; Atherton (two) ; Barling ; Whittlesea 
(two); Lessingham; Tyldesley; Norwich; Brigg (six); Middleham ; 
Ferry Hill; Southend-on-Sea (two); Middlesbrough (three); North 
Ormesby (two); Eastbourne (five) ; Newhaven (two); Brades; South 
Norwood (two); Croydon; Newburn; Stoneham; Wisbech; Friday 
Bridge ; Sherburn ; Seamer (two); Brompton ; East Ayton ; Snainton ; 
Scarborough (three) ; Sugdale ; Saltburn ; Stokesley ; Walbottle ; Newby ; 
Battersby ; Herne Bay ; Dover ; South Molton ; Uckfield ; East Northants ; 
Buxton (two); Elm; Glossop; Walthamstow; Garston; St Helens; 
Aston; Horsham; Micheldever; Cleckheaton; Swansea; Cawston ; 
Itteringham; Thornton; Aylsham; Walsingham; Whaplode Drove ; 
Holbeach ; Hinckley ; Barwell ; Brompton ; Alhorough ; Bideford ; Sunder- 
land; Market Rasen; Langworth; Hemel Hempstead; Wood Green ; 
Heallys ; Keighley (three); Cross Hills ; Glasgow ; Hanworth ; Belper ; 
Owersby; Abercarne; Tottenham; Wickmere; Sudbury; Garras 
Mawgan; Binbrook; Abbotsham; Greenhead; Paignton; Allendale ; 
Hexham-on-Tyne ; Gorleston ; Warrington ; Witheridge ; Great Ryburgh ; 
Paddington; Gelligaer; Sabden; Openshaw; West Hartlepool (two) ; 
Hartlepool ; Eltham ; Seaforth ; Purley ; East Dulwich ; Motherwell ; St. 
Cleer ; Polruan; Newbiggin by the Sea; Holbeach (three); West Coan- 
wood ; St. Silas; Aston (two); Aston Park ; and Lymington ; to lie upon 
the Table _ — rae ou + +e he ie ies 





Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment Bill—Petitions in 


favour, from Southport ; Newton Nottage ; Gelligaer ; Newcastle ; Emlyn; 
and Raglan ; to lie upon the Table ... a bie a ee 


RETURNS, REPORTS, cc, 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill—Return presented, 


relative thereto [ordered 21st June; Mr. Ritchie]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 227] Son ne se one o> 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill—Return presented, 


relative thereto {ordered 21st June; Mr. Ritchic]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 288] met ate dei on re so 
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ExectRic LIGHTING Acts, 1882 To 1890 (PROCEEDINGS)—Copy presented, 
of Report by the Board of Trade respecting the Applications to and 
Proceedings of the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 
1882 to 1890, gag oe _ _— [by seth; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 2 as gs xe rere 


TrUSTEE SAVINGS Banks—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 15th 
June; Sir John William — to lie ~— the — and to be 
printed. [No. 230.] .. P sve 


Bast INDIA RaAILWays csi: ities iain relative thereto 
[Address 18th June; Mr. Cohen]; to lie upon the Table ... ee 


BEDFORDSHIRE . REGIMENT (RECRUITS, ETC.)—Return presented, relative 
thereto [Address 9th May ; Mr. Hudson] ; to lie upon the Table... : 


lzaD Potsontnc-—-Address for “Return giving (a) the number of cases of 
Lead Poisoning reported under the Factory and Workshop Act, 1895, in 
the manufacture of earthenware and china during the period from the Ist 
day of January, 1899, to the 3lst day of May, 1900, distinguishing 
between cases in the decorative processes and cases in the processes 
of dipping, ware cleaning, etc. ; (b) the number of persons suspended from 
working in dangerous processes by the certifying surgeons for the Hanley, 
Burslem, Tunstall, and Stoke districts in the same manufacture during 
the same period, in pursuance of the special rules.”—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SourH AFRICAN WAR—ProposeD VIsIT OF COLONIAL CONTINGENTS TO 
THE MOTHER CouNTRY—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, The Under Secretary for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 
RELEASED BRITISH PRISONERS—tluestion, Mr. Palmer (Reading); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 7 oi ae a a one ah 
PROMOTION FROM THE esis hh cee Mr. Runciman (Oldham) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham : ne ie : AS Aw dui Fi 
RETURN OF RESERVISTS FROM SouTH AFRICA—Question, Mr. Evelyn Cecil 
(Hertfordshire, Hertford) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ¥ as ee 


SEITLEMENT OF SOLDIERS IN SouTH AFRICA AFTER THE WAR—Question, 
Mr. Boscawen (Kent, Tonbridge) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham eos 


RESERVISTS’ PENSIONS —Question, Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham : aa sina ba pee wes oe 


VOLUNTEER MOUNTED INFANTRY GRANT—Question, — Rasch inte S.E. )s 
‘ Answer, Mr.. Wyndham - er ‘ inl ” a 
(Aberdeenshire, .W.) and Major Rasch ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


i Hussars—OFFIcers on SpEciaL Duty—Question, Colonel Welby 
(Taunton) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham si oil vs itl 2 Ke 





PROMOTION OF SECOND LIEUTENANTS OF ARTILLERY AND ENGINEERS— 
Question, Mr. Newdigate — ‘pc geenee seme shui Answer, Mr. 


Wyndham ..... ae ee Stee ee iba Wen cas oh ook 


ALDERSHOT MANG@UVRES—HEAT FATALITIES—Questions, Dr. Farquharson . 
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MiritiA OrFicers’ PAy—Question. Mr. Boscawen ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. 


Mutttta Commiss1ons—Question, Mr. Boscawen ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CHinA—ANTI-FOREIGN MOVEMENT—PRESENT POSITION AT PEKING, TIENTSIN, 
ETC. i Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs); Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs oa Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) —... Seo vee =i ose si 





British Forces ON THE CHiINxA StaTioN—Question, Sir J. Colomb (Great 
Yarmouth); Answer, The Secretary to the eeitied o wngag 4 
Antrim, 8.) ... : “ one ‘ eve 


THe Press AND ForEIGN OrricE PAreRS—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts 
(Carnarvonshire, Eifion); Answer, Mr. Brodrick ae re cas 


OUTRAGE ON A BURMESE WOMAN AT RANGOON—THE WEST KENT REGIMENT 
—Question, Sir Lewis M‘Iver (Edinburgh, W.); Answer, The pn 
of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, ! Middlesex, Ealing) .. ve : 








INDIAN BUDGE y (Denbighshire, W.) ; Answer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) — ... 


REeoRT OF THE CHIEF INSPECTOR Cr FACTORIES—Question, Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The Financial rramnapes 
to the Treasurer (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) — ie ‘ 


W.C.D.O. AUXILIARY PoSTMEN AND THE TWEEDMOUTH REPORT—Question, 
Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, Stepney) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Lonpon TELEGRAPH SeErRviCE—TeA RELIEFS—Question, Mr. Steadman ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury sien ois he exe ie ae 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE—DINNER ee ee Mr. Steadman ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury a oe ia - aa ws 8 


Lonpon Docks Roya CoMMIssion—Question, Mr. Alban Gibbs —— ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) . 


Epucation. DEPARTMENT REPORT—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis ; Answer, 
The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on ne Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University) = he si » an 


Motor Cars—Sprep ReGuLaTions—Question, Mr. Price (Norfolk, E.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Tyrone, 8.) ... _ ae ee ied oud we 


[ktsH ScHOOLS—RESULTs, FEES—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, 
K.) ; Answer, The Chief ene for Ireland (Mr- G. W. stags Leeds, 


Central) om ene eee “ ove 


IrntsH . LAND PURCHASE—ANDREW ALLEN’Ss HOLDING—-Question, Mr. 
Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... a 


Crown EccLESIASTICAL eS Mr. iS (Walsall) ; 
RPI ST RET ca Se aS - am aa aie 4 
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CeLTIc ANTIQUITIES IN THE British MUsEUM—Questions, Sir Henry 
Howarth (Salford, S.), Mr. Stanley Leighton (Shropshire, repay 
and Mr. biasaie' Gibbs ee St. “Albans) — Mr. A. 
Balfour... , 


INTER-PARLIAMENTARY CONFERENCE AT a Mr. Pierpoint 
(Warrington) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour . sas ‘ ah se 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


SELECTION (STANDING ORDERS)—Mr. Hatsey reported from the Committee 
of Selection, That they had added to the Standing Committee on Law 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure the following fifteen Members 

.in respect of the Executors (Scotland) Bill; Mr. Asher, Sir Charles 
Cameron, Mr. Caldwell, Mr. Alexander Cross, Colonel Denny, Mr. Dewar, 
Mr. Douglas, Mr. Gordon, Sir Lewis M‘Iver, Sir Herbert Maxwell, Mr. 

Renshaw, Mr. Edmund Robertson, Mr. Thomas Shaw, Sir Walter 
T horburn, and Mr. Wylie. Report to lie upon the Table... da 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to the Uganda Railway 
Bill. That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act to amend the Law 
as to Marriage contracted in the Colonies with a Deceased Wife’s Sister.” 
Colonial Marri iages (Deceased Wife’s Sister) Bill [Lords] . 


Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’s Sister) Bill ‘[Lords]-—Read 
the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday next, and to be 
printed. (Bill 264] ... m + vil a 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Law, etc., with Amendments. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. (No. 231.] Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Com- 
mittee to be printed. [No. 231.] Bill, as amended (in the Standing 


Committee), to be considered upon Monday ~—? and to be printed. 
[Bill 265] = ‘ a ies a “si 


Post Office Sites Bill—Sir John Colomb, Mr. Hanbury, and Mr. Johnson- 
Ferguson nominated Members of the Select Committee on the Post Office 
Sites Bill, with two Members to be nominated by the Committee of 
Selection.—(Sir William Walrond.) . 


NEW BILLS. 


BuRIAL GRrounps (Loans) (ScoTLAND)—Bill to extend the period of repay- 
ment of Loans for Burial Grounds in Scotland, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. John Morley and Captain Sinclair ... 


Burial Grounds (Loans) Scotland Bill—‘“To extend the period of repay- 
ment of Loans for Burial Grounds in Scotland,” presented, and read the 
first time; to be read the second time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. (Bill 266] 


LarceNy Act (1861) AMENDMENT. The Attorney General (Sir Robert 
Finlay, Inverness Burghs): ... 
Bill to amend Section 75 of the Larceny Act, 1861, ‘ordered :to be 
brought in by Mr. Attorney General, Mr. ‘Attorney General for Ireland, 
and Mr. Solicitor General. 


Larceny Act (1861) Amendment Bill—‘‘To amend Section 75 of the 
Larceny Act, 1861,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 267] . 
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SUPPLY [(15rH ALLotrep Day|—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Crivin SERVICE EstimMATEs, 1900-1901. 


Cuass II. 


1. £51,299, to complete the sum for Treasury and Subordinate Depart- 


ments. 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 795 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
The Chancellor of the Ex- Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ... eee 
chequer (Sir M. Hicks- Mr. Gibson Bowles 


Beach, Bristol, WV.) ..., 796 
Vote agreed to. 


2. £7,340 to complete the sum for Privy Council Office. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeen- The Financial Secretary to the 
shire, E.) ans ... 803 Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) ne ae 


3. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£11,028, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Board of Agriculture, and to pay certain Grants in Aid.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, Mr. Martin (Worcestershire, 
S.) ik ae .» 805 Droitwich) si oe 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£10,928, be granted far the said Service.”—(Mr. Price.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Dr. Farquharson iain’ Mr. Arthur J. Moore (London- 
shire W.) 806 derry)... ds ae 
Mr. H. 8. Foster (Supol, Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire 
Lowestoft) 810 N.R., Thirsk ... , i 
Mr. Soames (Norfolk, SB) ... Si Mr. Long oh 
The President of the Board of Sir . Cuthbert Quilter - Sufi 
Agriculture (Mr. Long, Sudbury)... 
Liverpool, West Derby) ... 811 Mr. Kearby (Devonpn 4) 
Mr. Channing — (North- Mr. Long 
amptonshire, E.)... 814 Mr. Wharton (Yorkshire, Ripon) 
Mr. Loyd erupt Abing- 
don)... 816 


Question put, and negatived. 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
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4. Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£23,036, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and expenses of 
the Charity Commission for England and Wales.” 


Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston)... se wi on we 821 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£22,936, be granted for the said service.” —(Mr. Goddard.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Channing 827 Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, 
Mr. Grant Lawson... ... 828 Chorley) wits us ... 832 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Mont- 
Boroughs) ae ... 830 gomeryshire) ... ies .. 832 
Mr. Carvell-Williams (Not- 
tinghamshire, Mansfield) 831 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 29; Noes, 92. (Division List No. 153.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
5. £9,778, to complete the sum for Lunacy Commission, England. 
DISCUSSION :--- 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 834 Sir Walter Foster oe .. 837 
The Attorney General (Sir Capt. Jessel (St. Pancras, 8.) ... 837 
Robert Finlay, Inverness Mr. John Burns _ .. 838 
burghs) ... iis 3 Ot 
Vote agreed to. 
6. £67, to complete the sum for the Mint, including Coinage. 
DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Balcarres 838 Sir M. Hicks-Beach ... ... 838 
Vote agreed to. 
7. £8,097, to complete the sum for National Debt Oftice. 
8. £12,838, to complete the sum for Public Record Office. 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. William Jones (Carnar- Mr. Herbert Lewis we - 839 
‘vonshire, Arfon) ... 839 Mr. Humphreys-Owen ... ... 840 
Mr. Hanbury sas ... 839 
Vote agreed to. 
9, £15, to complete the sum for Public Works Loan Commission. 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Buchanan... ... 840 Mr. Hanbury... ve ... 840 


Vote agreed to. 

10. £23,702, to complete the sum for Registrar General’s Office, England. 
Vote agreed to. 

11. £350,060, to complete the sum for Stationery and Printing. 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Humphreys-Owen  ... 841 Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S.) 
Mr. Hanbury hes .. 841 Capt. Phillpotts (Devonshire, 
Mr. Gibson Bowles... .. 843 Torquay) me ie 
Sir Brampton Gurdon 


(Norfolk, N.) -... .. 845 


Vote agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum not exceeding 
£13,439 be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the Charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the Office of Her Majesty’s Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, and of 
the Office of Land Revenue Records and Inrolments.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Herbert Lewis... ... 846 Capt. Tessel oP 
Mr. Herbert Roberts (Den- Mr. John Burns 
bighshire) ae ... 849 Mr. Gibson Bowles 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum not exceeding 
£13,339, be granted for the said service.” —(Mr. Buchanan.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Hanbury oe ... 857 Mr. Herbert Lewis a sis 
Mr. Lloyd-George ... <- on Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire Mid)... 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee. also report 
Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Post Orrice Sires [ExPpENSES]—Resolution reported ; “ That it is expedient 
to authorise the payment, out of the moneys to be provided by Parliament, 
of all sums payable by the Postmaster General under any Act of the 
present session to enable Her Majesty’s Postmaster General to acquire 
Lands for the Public Service, and of all expenses incurred in carrying into 
effect the Provisions of such Act.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


Suppty [19TH JUNE]—Resolutions reported :—Army EstTiMATEs, 1900-1901. 
1. “ That a sum, not exceeding £10,000,000, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Transport and Remounts, which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1901.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £13,100,000, be granted to Her 
Majesty, to defray the Charge for Provisions, Forage, and other Supplies 
which will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1901.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 
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3, “That a sum, not exceeding £4,680,000, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Clothing Establishments and Services, which will 
come in course of payment during the year ending the 31st day of March, 
1901.” 


Mr. Channing (Northampton- The Under-Secretary of State for 


Shire, B.)s0. oss ... 866 War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 870 


Resolution agreed to. 


4, “ That a sum,:not exceeding £8,000,000, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for the Supply and Repair of Warlike and other 
Stores, which will come in course of payment during the year ending on 
the 3lst day of March, 1901.” 


5. “ That a sum, not exceeding £2,670,700 be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for the Statf for Engineer Services, and Expenditure 
for Royal Engineer Works, Buildings, and Repairs at Home and Abroad 
(including Purchases), which will come in course of payment during the 
year ending cn the 31st day of March, 1901.” 


6. “That a sum, not exceeding £113,800, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Establishments for Military Education, which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1901.” 


7. “That a sum, not exceeding £66,900, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
defray the Charge for Sundry Miscellaneous Effective Services, which 
will come in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901.” 


8. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,611,000, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Retired Pay, Half Pay, and other Non-Effective 
Charges for Officers and others, which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901.” 


9. “ That a sum, not exceeding £1,379,000 be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Chelsea and Kilmainham Hospitals and the In- 
Patients thereof, of Out-Pensions, of the Maintenance of Lunatics for 
whom Pensions are not drawn, and of Gratuities awarded in Commutation 
and in lieu of Pensions, of Rewards for Meritorious Services, of Victoria 
Cross Pensions, and of Pensions to the Widows and Children of Warrant 
Officers. etc., which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 21st day of March, 1901.” 


10. “That a sum, not exceeding £186,000, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Superannuation, Compensation, and Com- 
passionate Allowances and Gratuities, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 3ist day of March, 1901.” 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
Crass VI. 


11. “That a sum, not exceeding £284,058, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for Superannuation, Compensation, and Compassionate Allowances and 
Gratuities under sundry Statutes for Compassionate Allowances and 
Gratuities awarded by the Treasury, and for the Salaries of Medical 
Referees.” 
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12. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,800, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for certain Pensions to Masters and Seamen of the Merchant Service, and 
to their Widows ond Children.” 


13. “That a sum, not exceeding £725, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for certain Miscellaneous, Charitable, and other Allowances.” 


Cuass VII. 


14. “That a sum, not exceeding £9,452, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of 
March, 1901, for the Salaries and other Expenses of Temporary Commis- 
sions, Committees, and Special Inquiries.” 


15. “ That a sum not exceeding £1,370, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for certain Miscellaneous Expenses.” 

16. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for a Grant in Aid of the Expenses of the Royal Commission for the 
British Section at the Paris International Exhibition, 1900.” ~ 


Resolutions agreed to sve oe vite ves es “— ae 


Adjourned at half after Twelve of the clock. 





LORDS: MONDAY, 25rH JUNE, 1900. 


Lorp INCHIQUIN.—Report made from the Lord Chancellor that the right of 
Lucian William, Baron of Inchiquin, to vote at tke elections of Represen- 
tative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of the 
Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... aan i 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


ComMission.—The following Bills received the Royal Assent :—1. Public 
Health (Ireland) ; 2. Uganda Railway ; 3. Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 1); 4. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3); 5. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4); 6. Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 5); 7. Rhymney Iron Company ; 8. Church’s Patent ; 
9. Otley Urban District Council Water; 10. Cork, Bandon, and South 
Coast Railway; 11. Higham Ferrers Water; 12. Cleethorpes Gas ; 
13. Dundee Harbour ; 14. London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway ; 
15. Governments Stock and other Securities Investment Company ; 
16. Southport Water; 17. Hastings Harbour; 18. Maidenhead Gas ; 
19. Glastonbury Corporation Gas; 20. Manchester Ship Canal; 21. 
Central London Railway ; 22. Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board ; 23. 
Dorking Water; 24. Fishguard Water and Gas; 25. Menstone Water 
(Transfer) ; 26. Newport Corporation ; 27. Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn 
Urban District Gas ; 28. Cowes Pier: 29 Great Central Railway oe 6873 
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New PEeEr.—The Right Hon. Sir Peter O’Brien, Baronet, Lord Chief Justice 
of Ireland, having been created Baron O’Brien of Kilfenora in the county 
of Clare—was (in the usual manner) introduced f sins va 


Sat First.—The Earl of Londesborough sat first in Parliament after the death 
of his father ods se ib is sae ae sa as 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with: Christchurch and Bournemouth Tramways ; Black- 
pool, St. Anne’s, and Lytham Tramways; British Gas Light Company 
(Staffordshire Potteries); Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley Water ; 
Lancaster Corporation ; St. David’s Railway Abandonment ; West Brom- 
wich Corporation. And also the Certificates that the Standing Orders 
applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (Gas); Local Government Provisional Orders 


(No, 5). The same were ordered to lie on the Table ee ase ase 


Great Berkhampstead Water Bill [H.1.]; Motherwell Water Bill wis mi 


—Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Airdrie, Coatbridge, and District Water Trust Bill—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the con- 
sideration of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The orders made on the 30th of 
April and 28th of May last pious ia de and Bill committed for To- 
MOTTOW... - ‘es ° . an as as one 


Wolverhampton Gas Bill; Caledonian Railway Bill [H.1.]; Woodbridge 
District Water Bill ; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill ; London and 


San Francisco Bank Bill (u.L.]; Hammond (G. H.) Company Bill [#.1.] ; 
Crystal Palace Company Bill [H.L.]—Reported, with Amendments ee 


Latimer Road and Acton Railway Bill—Reported with an Amendment 


Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw acess cuistibapnnene from the 
Select Committee with Amendments 


Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways cape from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill a 
—Reported from the Seiect Committee with Amendments, and committe 
to a Committee of the whole House To-morrow — 


London and North Western Railway Bill ; London United Tramways 
Bili—Read 2%, and committed. The Committees to be sania nee the 


Committee of Selection 
St. Albans Water Bill—Read 2%, and committed 


London and North Western Railway (Wales) Bill; Devonport Cor- 
poration Bill—Read 2%, and committed. The Committees to be ee 


by the Committee of Selection 


Morecambe Urban District Council (Gas) Bill—Read 3’, and passed 


evii 
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South Eastern and London Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill [#...] ; 
Withington Urban District Council Bill ue a Read 3%, and _— and 
sent to the Commons .. ‘ 


Belfast and County Down Railway Bill ; Great Northern Railway (Ire- 
land) Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 1*; and referred to the 


Examiners 


Birmingham (King Edward The Sixth) Schools Bill [u.1.]—Returned 


from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to 


Lee Conservancy Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
Earl of Rosse be proposed to the House as a Member of the Select Com- 
mittee on the said Pills in the place of the Lord Ribblesdale, and that the 
Earl of Rosse be Chairman of the said Committee ; read and agreed to . 


Reading Corporation (Tramways) Bill; Wellingborough and District 
Tramroads Bill ; London County Council (General Powers) Bill ; London 
County Council (Spitalfields Market) Bill; Wolverhampton, Essington, 
and Cannock Chase Junction Railway Bill; North Metropolitan Railway 
and Canal Bill; Midland Railway Bill—Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Earl of Dartrey be proposed to the House as a 
iiember of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Lord 
Carysfort (£. Carysfort) : read, and agreed to 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [H.L.]; Tramways 
Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.]—House in Committee (according 
to Order). Amendments made; Standing Committee negatived; the 

teport of Amendments to be received To-morrow - ‘ 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill—House in 
Committee (according to Order). Bill reported without Amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—House in Committee 
(according to Order). Amendments made; Standing Committee nega- 
tived ; the Report of Amendments to be received To-morrow - 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Biil—-House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bills reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee nega- 
tived ; and Bills to be-read 3¢ To-morrow - is x 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill Se .L.|—Amendments reported (accor ~~ 
to Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow sas ‘ii ne ri 


rn Common Scheme (Petersham) Provisional “red - 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and passed ‘ 


Gas Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill (No. 123); Pier and Harbour Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 1) Bill (No. 124)—-Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
to be printed ; referred to the Examiners ; ‘and to be read 2¢ To-morrow.— 


(The Lord Balfour) 
Local Government Provisional ae (No. 6) 1 Bill (No. 195) ; Local 


Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (Poor Law) Bill (No. 127)— -Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1¢; to be printed ; Drs to the Examiners ; and to be read 2* 
To-morrow.-—(The Lord Harris) See “ bes ott bon ove 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


CERTIFIED INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (REGULATIONS FOR MANAGEMENT).— 
Regulations made with the approval of the Home Secretary for the 
management and discipline of the Farmfield Certified Inebriate Reforma- 
tory, Charlwood, near Horley: Laid before the House a to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table a sae sos oe ¥ 


NEW BILL. 

Colonial Stock Bill [H.L.|—A Bill to amend the Colonial Stock Acts, 1877 
to 1892, and the Trustee Act, 1893—was o — by the Lord 
Chancellor ; read 1*; and to be printed, (No. 12 ‘ 4 

Militia Ballot Bill [H.L.]—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 

The Earl of Wemyss 
Second Reading, by leave of the House, put off to Monday next. 

Poor Removal Bill [Seconp ReapiING]—Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 

Lord Harris ice _ int sion ae “tt sate ove 
Bill read 2" (according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House To-morrow. 

Union of Benefices Act, 1860, Amendment Bill [H.L.] [Seconp READING} 
—Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 


Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read a second time.”—(The Lord 
Arcldishop of Canterbury.) 
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The Earl of Kimberley... 882 The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury 882 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House. 


Reserve Forces Bill [1...|—House in Committee (according to Order). Bill 
reported without Amendment, and recommitted to the Standing 
Committee. 


Military Manceuvres Bill [1...] 
Clause 1 :-— 


Lord Montagu of Beaulieu... 883 The Secretary of State for War 
(The Marquess of Lansdowne) 





House in Committee (according to Order): 


Clauses 1, 2, and 3 agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 
Lord Montagu of Beaulieu... 883 The Marquess of Lansdowne eee 


Clauses 4 and 5 agreed to. 


Bill reported without amendment ; and reeommitted to the Standing 
Committee. 
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County Surveyors (Ireland) Bill—House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amendment; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bill to be read 3° To-morrow. 


Naval Reserve (Mobilisation) Bill—-House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


Earl Spencer 


Bill reported without amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and 
Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Five of the clock. 


COMMONS: MONDAY, 25TH JUNE, 1900. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. The House went, and 
being returned, Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent to a number of 
Bills ae i vas 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [Lords] (by Order)—Order for 
Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read the 
third time se i ee a i 


Mr. Patrick O’ Brien (Kilkenny) ... 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time and passed, with Amendments. 


PRIVATE BiLxs [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH)——-Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz., Bury and District Water 
(Transfer) Bill [Lords]; Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway Bill 
Karem ; Glasgow Building Regulations Bill beg ; Liverpool Overhead 

ilway Bill prawns) Preston Corporation Bill [Lords]; Sheffield 
Corporation Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time 


PRIVATE Bits [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one ef- the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have not been. complied with, viz., Salford 
Corporation Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Report be referred to the 
Select Committee on Standing Orders is she ae a 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLs (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO Com- 
PLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :— 
London (St. Luke) Provisional Order Bill, London (Sottthwark) Provisional 
Order Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow ... 


Ossett Corporation Gas Bill ; Southport Extension and Tramways Bill ; 
Stockport wr Tramways Bill—Lords Amendments considered, 
and agreed to . ‘ ses $i ; “ 


Paignton Urban District Water Bill [Lords]—Prince of Wales’s consent, 
as Duke of Cornwall, signified. Verbal Amendment made; Bill read the 
third time, and passed, with Amendments ... - ns 


Belfast and County Down Railway Bill—As amended, considered 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell). 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed. [New Title] 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland) Bill—As amended, considered. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed... 


Barnsley i, oration Bill ey Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 
nes o ill [Lords] ; Glyncorrwg Urban District Council Gas Bill 
[Lords]|—Read a second time, and committed = dts vs sek 


Mersey Railway Bill [Lords] ; Motherwell and Bellshill Railway Bill [Lords]; 
North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill {Lords]; Rotherham Corpora- 
tion Bill [Lords] ; South Staffordshire Tramways Bill [Lords] ; Westgate 
and Birchington Water Bill [Lords|—Read a second time, and committed 


Local Government Provisional =n oe weniels eee the 
third time, and passed in vee 


Gas Provisional Order (No. wt Bill—As amended, considered ; read the 
third time, and passed +963 — oan ees om on 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]|—As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time To-morrow ne ms 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bili—As amended, considered ; read the third 
time, and passed me 


London (Clerkenwell and Holborn) Provisional Order Bill ; London 
(Poplar) Provisional Order Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the 


third time Tomorrow .. He ses ia ae See ; ste 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) ecellaai amended, con- 
sidered ; read the third time, and passed... ij oes ove 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill—Reported, without amendment [Provisional Orders con- 
fimed] ; Report to lie upon the Table—Bill to be read the third time 
To-morrow = “ie ove ot eee ete meee per 
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Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of Working Classes) 
Bill—Reported, without amendment [Provisional Order confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time To-morrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill—Reported, without 
amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie — the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time To-morrow is és ” ius 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Reported, with 
amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; ~—? to lie as the 
Table. Bill to be read the third time To-morrow ... ‘ : 


Sheffield District Railway Bill [Lords]; Plymouth, Stonehouse, and 
Devonport Tramways Bill—Reported, with amendments; Reports to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed i tas io 


Birmingham Corporation (Stock) Bill [Lords]—Reported, without amend- 
ment ; a to lie upon the Table, and to be _— Bill to be read 
the third time . a ae sis ne - 6s bet 


Edinburgh District Lunacy Board Bill [Lords]; Lincoln Corporation 
Tramways Bill [{Lords|—Reported, with amendments ; Reports to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed * 


Neath Harbour Bill {Lords|—-Reported, without cig ied Report to 
lie upon the Table.. Bill to be read the third time.. ; ios ee 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—-That they have agreed to Amendments to » Cow es 
Pier Bill | Lords], Great Central Railway Bill [Lords], without amendment. 
That. they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to enable the South 
Eastern Railway Company to make new Railways and other works ; to 
acquire additional lands ; to provide for the application of capital of the 
South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Companies ; 
and for other purposes.” South Eastern and London, Chatham, and 

Dover Railways Bill [Lords]. And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 

empower the Urban District Council for the district of Withington to 

construct Tramways and to make various street improvements ; and for 
other purposes.” Withington Urban District Council Bill [Lords] 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill 
[Lords]—Withington Urban District Council Bill Lords|—Read_ the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ... 


Falkirk and District Water Bill aig i — with amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table .. - 


PETITIONS. 
Education (Scotland) Bill —- Petitions against, from Gourock; and 
Dumbarton : to lie upon the Table ... ae i sie _ ee 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING Liqguors)—Petition from Buckland Brewer, 
for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table ‘a 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment (No. 2) Bill— 


Petitions in favour, from Edinburgh ; and Kirriemuir; to lie upon the 
(Table... ... 0... ee ne ee i og: MA ai eg sin ; 
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Page Lunacy Bill—Petitions for alteration, from Kingston-on-Thames ; and Tice- 
hurst ; to lie upon the Table ... sa bas res oe deb ... 892 
891 RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND—Petition from Rothesay, against 
; Establishment ; to lie upon the Table na dis ase no 
Sale of Intoxicating — on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour ; 
891 from Hammersmith; Willington Quay; Benwell-on-Tyne; Wallsend ; 

Walbottle ; Throckley ; Wells; Bardon Mill ; Five Oak Green ; Prudhoe- 


on-Tyne ; Over ; and Haltwhistle ; to lie upon the Table we ... 893 


891 Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions 
against, from North Shields; South Shields ; Windsor; and Exmouth ; 
to lie upon the Table. Petitions in favour, from Chester ; Damerham ; 
Fordingbridge ; | Wotton-under-Edge (two); Bishopston ; Wigton ; 
891 Glossop (three) ; Newfield ; Shrewsbury (three) ; Cottenham ; Chatham ; 
North Skelton; Brotton; Saltburn; Wisbech; Ashcott; Wisbech 
St. Peters; Nunney; Wanstrow; Glastonbury ; Kendal (five); New- 
castle; Windermere; Leeds; Aylesford; Greasborough; Glasgow ; 
891 Horsley Heath; Liverpool (two); Wigan (three); Sutton Coldfield ; 
Olton ; Leek ; Cam; Wandsworth (three) ; Balham; Beccles; Bungay ; 
Wallasey; West Derby; Wallsend; Barnard Castle; Penygelli; 
Thurning ; Walker; Birmingham (two); Harborne (two); Walbottle ; 
391 Dore (two); West Bridgford ; Longtown ; Gateshead-on-Tyne ; Willing- 
ton Quay; Ladywood; Guildford; Copley Lane; North Shields ; 
Tynemouth; South Shields (two); Northwich; Leigh; Dalwood ; 
391 Micklethwaite ; Luxborough; Pedwell; Newcastle-Emlyn; Bingley ; 
Bolton; Stockwell; Kennington; Milton, Faversham; Sittingbourne ; 
Ince ; Tonbridge; Harp Castle; Durley ; Ebbw Vale (two); Oldham ; 
Lowgate; Brynteg; Warden; Luton; Rishton; Morton ; Prudhoe ; 
Hexham; Haydon Bridge ; Newborough ; Bardon Mill (two) ; Tunstall ; 
Corbridge-on-Tyne ; Hadlow ; Middle Madeley; Bellingham; Wigan ; 
Tunbridge Wells ; Haltwhistle (two) ; Basingstoke ; Shrewley ; Victoria ; 
Llangattock ; Hadfield; Cambridge (three); Talgarth; Plumstead ; 
Purton ; Woolwich ; Northwich ; Bradford; Ardwick ; Old Chesterton ; 
Long Eaton; Axminster (two); Bingley (three); Chatteris; Wood- 
house ; Folkestone (two); Wharfedale ; Gilsted ; Otterburn; Nantyglo ; 
Aberystwith; Bideford ; Seaton; Middlewich; Exmouth (two); 
91 Lympstone ; Colyton; Honiton; Sidmouth; Bently; and Hull; to lie 
upon the Table sna we sn sac ips yu 9". 
92 Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petition in 

: favour, from Irongray ; Glasgow ; and Gulston ; to lie upon the Table ... 894 


Sunday Closing Monmouthshire Bill—Petitions in favour, from Troon ; 
)2 Brierley Hill; Horseley Heath ; Dore ; Islington ; Newfield ; Shrewsbury 
(two); Cottenham; Sunderland; Cam; Brotton ; Wisbech ; Wanstrow ; 
Nunney ; Glossop (six); Hayle; Windermere ; Kentish Town ; Tucking- 
mill; Camborne; Cambria; Wigan (three); Blackburn; Bramley ; 
Sheldon; Tamworth; Sutton Coldfield; Olton; Etley ; Wotton-under- 
i Edge (two); Liverpool (three); Weston-super-Mare; Bungay ; Beccles ; 
)2 Wallasey ; North Shields; Copley Lane; Barnard Castle; Newcastle ; 
South Shields ; Godalming ; Fenton ; Willington Quay ; Leigh ; Walker ; 
Harborne (two) ; Throckley ; Birmingham (two) ; Newborough ; Prudhoe- 
2 on-Tyne ; Abertillery ; Warden ; Rishton ; Oldham ; Lowgate ; Corbridge 
on-Tyne ; Bellingham ; Wharfedale ; Glasgow ; Victoria ; Long Compton ; 
Northwich ; Cambridge; Talgarth; Llangattock ; Beaufort ; Bradford ; 
Plumstead ; Woolwich; Mansfield; Mansfield Woodham; Manchester ; 
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Chatteris ; Weston-super-Mare (four) ; Bardon Mill (two) ; Blaina ; Apple- 
dore ; Bideford ; East Kirkby ; Middlewich ; Leytonstone ; Beer ; Colyton ; 
Sidmouth; York; Kingsteignton; Over; Haltwhistle; Purton; Ax- 
minster ; Budleigh Salterton ; Seaton; Luxborough ; Newcastle Emlyn ; 
Isle of Sheppey ; Sittingbourne; Ince; and Hays Castle; to lie upon 
the Table so wie ~ oe re = vee -_ = 


Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Llangattock ; Glyncorwg; and Talgarth; to lie upon the 
Table ... obs vob ae oe ges ses bs ae 


Temperance Reform Threefold Option (Scotland) Bill—Petition from 
Ider Park, in favour ; to lie upon the Table as sts iu 


Vagrants’ Children Protection Bill—Petition from Oldham, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table ... ie o i des “es ‘nb see 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


East InpIA Raitways (PURCHASE)—Return [presented 22nd June] to be 
printed. [No. 252] ... ~ vv bi jae si sa 


INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (RULES FOR MANAGEMENT)—Copy presented, of 
Regulations for the Management of the Farmfield Certified Inebriate 
Reformatory, Charlwood, near Horley [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ... 


COLONIAL Reports (ANNUAL)-—-Copy presented, of Report No. 290 (British 
Guiana, Annual Reports for 1897-8 and 1898-9) [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. Copy presented, of Report No. 291 (Falkland Islands, 
Annual Report for 1899) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... d 


Cyprus—Copy presented, of Annual Reports for 1898-9 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table is me ba se wv ii as 


COLONIAL Reports (MISCELLANEOUS)—Copy presented, of Report No. 13 
(Cook Islands, Report for 1899) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


UNIVERSITY OF St. ANDREWS--Copy presented, of Annual Statistical Report 
by the University Court of the University of St. Andrews for the year 
1898-9 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 233]... 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SEriEs)—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2461 and 2462 [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table ee a re vei i se eae 


TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES)—Copy presented, of Diplomatic 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, Nos. 528 and 529 [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table ; “ oe 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS (ConTRACTS)—Return ordered, “of all Contracts 
made in the United Kingdom for manufactured articles by the several 
Government Departments between the Ist day of April, 1899, and the 
31st day of March, 1900, either with contractors outside the United 
Kingdom or with contractors or agents who obtain the articles from 
Abroad (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 364, of Session 
1899).”—(Sir Howard Vincent) vi at bie 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Copy ordered, “of 
Special Report by the Board of Trade on the Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill.”—(Mr. Ritchie) ... ise bis we 
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Pusiic INCOME AND ExPENDITURE+-Return ordered, “ of Net Public Income 
and Net Public Expenditure under certain specified Heads, as represented 
by Receipts into and Issues out of the Exchequer from 1869-70 to 
1899-1900, inclusive (in continuation of Parliamentary rae, No. 309, 
of Session 1899).’ "—(Sir Henry Fowler) bs me 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND)—-Return ordered, “giving the number 
of Arrests for Drunkenness within the Metropolitan Police District of 
Dublin and the cities of Belfast, Cork, Limerick, and Waterford, on Sundays 
between the Ist day of May, 1 1899, and the 30th day of April, 1900, both 
days inclusive ; the Arrests being given from 8 a.m. on Sundays till 8 a.m. 
on Mondays ; and similar Returns for the rest of Ireland from the Ist 
day of May, 1899 to the 30th day of April, 1900 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 131, of Session 1900).”—(Mr. William Johnston) 


QUESTIONS. 


SourH AFRICAN WAR—BoreR PRISONERS AT ST. HELENA—Questions, Mr. 
J. A. Pease (Northumberland, Tyneside), and General Laurie (Pembroke 
and Haverfordwest); Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) och 7” <ne pee 


PosTAL ARRANGEMENT BETWEEN CAPE TOWN AND St. HELENA—Question, 
Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, Leek); Answer, The Financial yarn to the 
Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Cost oF Horse TRANSPORT TO THE CAPE—Question, Mr. Runciman (Oldham) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, S.) .. 


MartiAL LAW—THE ALLEGED FENIAN PRISONERS AT MAFEKING—Question, 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, The Under sistas of State 
for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


LENDLEY Disasters (1st JUNE)—THE 13TH YEOMANRY BAtTTALION— 
Question, Mr. Butcher (York); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ; oad 


DUKE oF EDINBURGH’S VOLUNTEER RiFLES—Mnr. LOGAN’s Girt OF A MAXIM 
GuN—Questions, Sir Wilfrid Lawson (Cumberland, Cockermouth) and 
Mr. Flavin (Kerry, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndhan ... sah aa sa 


YEOMARY ADJUTANTS’ aaa Mr. obi ‘Digby caer ineat i N.); 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham in ae 


HALF-PAY OFFICERS’ OUTFIT a niéeigl Norton ene: 
ton, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ! aa 


RESERVE OF OFFICERS—VOLUNTEER OFFICERS—Question, Col. ase 
(Montgomery Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham : tie 


Acting CHAPLAINS TO THE VOLUNTEER Force—Question, Sir Barrington 
Simeon (Southampton) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... i én <a 


DockyARD EMPLOYEES AND VOLUNTEER TRAININGS—2ND VOLUNTEER 
BATTALION DEVONSHIRE REGIMENT—Question, Capt. Norton ; Answer, 
Mr. Macartney an ‘a ot ‘ ran 


GOVERNMENT RAILWAY SIDING AT ALDERSHOT — ae Mr. Jeflreys 
(Hampshire, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. pe dos ove 
h 2 
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Ir1sH ARMY AND MILITIA oe Mr. Patrick O’Brien and Mr. 
Flavin; Answer, Mr. Wyndham __... ss sits fs i es 


Unper AGE ENLISTMENTS—RoyaL Irish Fusitrers—Case OF DANIEL 
yells Mr. William Redmond ciate E. )i Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham tee : . 


CuinA—ANTI-FOREIGN DISTURBANCES—COMMUNICATIONS WITH THE CHINESE 
GOVERNMENT — Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; 
Answer, The Under eee, of State for F —— Affairs sna Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) 

THE CAPTURE OF THE TA-KU Seiesinsliiatal Mr. Hedderwick (Wick 
Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick eee or re + he 


RECENT FIGHTING AT TIENTSIN—-POSITION AT PEKING — ADMIRAL SEYMOUR’S 
OPERATIONS—Questions, Sir J. Colomb (Great Yarmouth) and Sir E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick and The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Emperor oF CutnA — PosiTION AND PoLITICAL Views — Question, Sir E. 
Ashmead-Bartlett ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ... : aT He 


RussiAN Forces IN NoRTH-WESTERN ea eae Sir Ashmead-Bartlett ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick : bes fe aA ar. id 
British TRADE WITH CHINA—Question, Mr. Drage (Derby); Answer, The 
President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... re avn 





Russia AND TURKEY WAys IN AstA MInor-—Question, Sir E. Ashmead- 
Bartlett ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick é Bes Moe Pes Et 


INDIAN RatLWwAy Stock — Question, Lloyd Morgan (Carmarthenshire, W.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, en 


Ealing). ii 


Inpria—Oritum AND Foop CuLtIvaTion—Question, Mr. Colville (Lanarkshire, 
N E.); Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ... - si ons 


JAMAICA RuM—ExcisE REsTRICTIONS—Question, Mr. Lawrence (Liv ao: 
Abercromby) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain : wae ea . 





AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL—INTERVENTION OF COLONIAL GOVERNORS 
-—Questions, Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) and Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, 
Mr. J. Chamberlain “s , Rai wus 
BOUNTIES IN THE AUSTRALIAN COLONIES—Question, Captain Sinclair 
(Forfarshire ); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain cea ies sa 
Gorp Coast CoLony—Concessions ORrDINANCE—Question, Mr. Lloyd- 
George (Carnarvon, ete.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ae sits 
Gas Licut anp Coke Companies CHARGES—Question, Mr. Pickersgill 
(Bethnal Green, 8.W.); Answer, Mr. Ritchie “os inp ten Si 


ForREIGN Goops AND British MArkKs—Question, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Sheffield Central) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... ‘ W0 


LEEK Post OrricE—Question, Mr. Bill; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Tue Post OFFICE AND THE NATIONAL TELEPHONE CoMPANY—Question, Mr. 
Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... es 
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CasuAL EMPLOYMENT OF ScHooL CHILDREN Qeisition: Mr. Drage ; Answ = 
The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on Education (Sir J 
Gorst, Cambridge University) w E 





STORNOWAY SECONDARY EpucATION ScHOOL—Question, Mr. Hedderwick ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murry, Buteshire)... 


ILLEGAL FisHine 1n Loch FyNe—Question, Sir Charles Cameron tay 
Bridgeton) ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray “an . sted 





NAVAL, RECRUITING IN TRAINING SHIPS—Question, Mr. 
Hedderwick ; Answer, Mr. Macartney : sie vas ae 

GREAT NORTHERN OF IRELAND RAILWAY—CLONES LEVEL CrossING— 
Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.); Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... 


CoOLEHILL (MONAGHAN) Post- ee Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury ws ose os i Sie 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 
S.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home ee (Sir M. 
White Ridley, Lanes., Blackpool) ie ; be ia ss 


age TEACHERS’ EXAMINATIONS—Question, Sir Thomas Lea (Londonderry, 
S.) ; Answer, The Chief nee for Ireland sed G: W. beac, Leeds 
Central) ; sem ie 


PRETORIA RELIEF CELEBRATIONS AT DOWNPATRICK—Question, Mr. William 
Johnston ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour sth jh kt 


New Quay (CLARE) WATER SUPPLY — Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour or sve it 


ArDGLASS (Co. Down) HERRING FisHERY—Questions, Mr. William Johnston, 
Mr. William Redmond, and Mr. Flavin ; Answers, The Vice-President of 
the Department of Agriculture for Ireland (Mr. Plunkett, Dublin Co., 8.) 


Kerry MACKEREL FISHERIES—Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. Plunkett 


District COUNCILLORS AND THE IRISH LABOURERS ACcTS—Question, Mr. 
William Redmond; Answer, The nee -General for Ireland pi 
Atkinson, Londonderry, B-}.: ws , ; ; 


PrivATE Britt CoMMITTEES—SELECTION OF MEMBERS—Question, Mr. D. A. 
Thomas (Merthyr Tydfil); Answer, Mr. Halsey (Hertfordshire, Watford) 


WoRKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT—EXTENSION TO SOLDIERS AND SAILORS— 
Question, Col. Pryce-Jones ; Answer, Mr, A. J. Balfour d 


PRIVATE MEMBERS BILLS—SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN 
Bitt—MIpwives Bitt— Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), and Mr. er, <Cueaets sania ie ne Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... oe 


INDIAN BupoEt—Question, Mr. William Redmond; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour... ; sis yee ee = ie za mi oe 
THE GOVERNMENT AND IRISH NATIONALIST MEMBERS — APPOINTMENT OF 


Mr. Gitt IN IrisH AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT — Question, Mr. 
Butcher (York) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour he ds “on 
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STANDING CoMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’S PANEL) — Mr. ArTHUR O’CONNOR 
reported from the Chairmen’s Panel : That they had appointed Sir James 
Fergusson to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the con- 
sideration of Bills relating to Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure in respect of the Executors (Scotland) Bill, the County and 
Borough Franchise Assimilation (London) Bill, the Sunday Closing 
(Wales) ) Act (1881) Amendment Bill, and the Veterinary Surgeons 
Amendment Bill, and that they had a pointed Lord-Edmond Fitzmaurice 
to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the consideration of 
Bills relating to Law, and Court of Justice, and Legal Procedure in 
respect of the Elementary Education Bill ; report to lie upon the Table... 923 


Commonwealth of Australia Constitution ~— —As amended, con- 
sidered ; read the third time, and passed ... + - 923 


Housing of the Working Classes Act (1890) Amendment Bill —Con- 
sidered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 1, line 5, after the word ‘Council,’ to insert the words ‘and 
including a London Borough Council.’ ”-- (Mr. Pickersgiil.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
DISCUSSION :— 


The President of the Local Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, 
Government Board (Mr. S.W.) a Ge . 924 
Chaplin, Lincolnshire, 

Sleaford) gen ... 924 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, after the word ‘district,’ to insert the words ‘acquire 
and hold land and.’ ”—(Mfr. Pickersgill.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Chaplin ies -. 926 Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, Devizes) 935 
Mr. Channing (Northampton- Mr. Thornton (Claphane) w+ 935 
shire, E.) 926 Sir Robert Leid... ‘ at, 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Mr. Chaplin... o 
. Burghs)... 928 Mr. Robson (South Shields) - 937 
The Attorney General (Sir Sir H. Campbell - Bannerman 
Robert Finlay, Inverness (Stirling Burghs) ... ons 
Burghs) ... = ... 928 Mr. Chaplin... na von 
Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Sir Henry Fowler pie os. 
Brightside) ‘es ... 928 Sir Robert Finlay hes 938 
Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) ... 929 Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, Bodmin) 939 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) ... 930 Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Mr. Chaplin as 930 Iikeston) viva 940 
Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Horton). 941 
Lichfield) ; 930 Mr. Channing ... 94! 
Sir Blundell Maple (Cam- Sir Robert Finlay ahi - 942 
berwell, Dulwich) .. 931 Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8. ¥ 942 
Mr. Lough ({slington) ... 931 Capt. — (Suffolk, Wood- 
Mr. Steadman supiat bridge) a . 943 
Hamlets, Stepney) .-. 932 Mr. Pickersgill .. . 944 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.)... 934 Mr. Cripps (Gloucester shire, 
Str Henry Fowler (Wi olver- Stroud) pee oe oo 944 
hampton, E.) .- 934 : 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided : Ayes 132; Noes 204. (Division List No. 154.) 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, lines 10 and 11, to leave out ‘ with consent of the County 
Council,’ in “order to insert, ‘Shall on an order being made by the Local 
Government Board.’ ”—-(Sir Walter Foster.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Str Charles Dilke on gl Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice enn alt. 
shire, Forest of se 950 shire, Cricklade) a 953 
Mr. Chaplin ie . Oe mB. Chaplin en nan w» 955 
Mr. Channing _... 952 Sir Walter Foster nals .- 955 


Sir F. S. Powell (Wigan) .. 952 


Amendment negatived. 


Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice... 957 Sir Walter Foster 958 

Mr. Chaplin ‘is . 958 Mr. Hobhouse (Somersetshire, EB. ) 959 

Sir Henry Fowler ... .. 958 Mr. Humphreys - Owen sa 

Mr. Channing _... 958 gomeryshire) .. 960 

Commdr. Bethell (Yorkshire, Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice w« 
E.Lt., Holderness) .. 958 


Verbal Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Mr. Channing re das te we san “sh =e 961 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 1, line 14, to leave out Sub-section 2.”—(Sir Walter Foster.) 
Question proposed, ‘That Sub-section 2 stand part of the clause.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Chaplin _ + 968 Mr. Stuart ae a coe ©6964 


Mr. Lawson Walton ... 963 Sir Robert Finlay ae .- 964 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester)... 963 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 165; Noes, 105. (Division List No. 155.) 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice... 967 Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice oo. 969 


Mr. Chaplin ee <<, Mr. Hobhouse ... ; oo SFO 
Sir Henry Fowler ... << oo Mr. Lough bas wah as Waa 
Mr. Chaplin ‘as .. 969 


Verbal Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 25, after ‘1890, to insert the words ‘in Section 53 the 
word * half.”’”—(Sir Walter Foster). 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Chaplin wen see. ee Sir Walter Foster aos oe . OS 
Mr. Channing... sence Mr. Chaplin... ‘ee os. 974 


Mr. Humphreys-Owen  .... 973 = Mr. Broadhurst... sae - O74 
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Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 80; Noes, 130. (Division List No. 156.) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In line 26 to leave out the word ‘special.’ ”—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘special’ stand part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Chaplin a an ae Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire 
N.R., Lhirsk) a ti 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 

Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3— 

Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 7, to leave out the words ‘or Ireland, ”—(M*. J. F. X. 
OBrien.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Chaplin ied ss “O98 Mr. J. F. X. O'Brien (Cork) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 120; Noes, 69. (Division List No. 157.) 
Clause 3 agreed to. 


New clause— 


“1, Any expenses incurred by the Council of a metropolitan borough under 
Part 3 of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, whether within or 
without the borough, shall be defrayed as part of the ordinary expenses of the 
Council, and in that Act the expressions ‘ district,’ ‘local authority,’ and ‘local 
rate’ shall for the purposes of Part 5 of the Act include a metropolitan borough, 
the Council of the borough, and the general rate of the borough. 

“2. Where the Council of a metropolitan borough adopt Part 3 of the said 
Act the power of the Council to borrow for the purposes of that part shall be 
exerciseable in the like manner and subject to the like conditions as the power 
of the Council to borrow for the purposes of Part 2 of that Act.”—(M7r.Chaplin.) 


—brought up, and read the first and second time, and added. 


New clause— 


‘Section 66 of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, shall be 
qualified by the following proviso added at the end of the section, namely :— 
Provided that loans-raised by local authorities for the purposes of this part of 
this Act shall be exempt from the provisions as to period of repayment con- 
tained in Sub-section 4 of Section 234 of the Public Health Act, 1875, and instead 
thereof the period of repayment of such loans shall be—(1) not exceeding 100 
years for that part of the loan required for the purchase of land ; and (2) not 
exceeding seventy years for that part of the lend required for the erection of 
buildings.” —(Mr. Hazell.) 


. —brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


Page 


977 


978 





Ji 


Page 


977 


78 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


June 25.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Chaplin view “>. Sir F. S. Powell 
Mr. Steadman Sta sa, BOO Sir Walter Foster 
Mr. Stuart... S05 ... 984 Mr- Chaplin... =o a 
Mr. Lowles (Shoreditch, Mr. Moulton (Cornwall, Launces- 
Haggerston) .-. 986 ton) ... ex ves non 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—-Ayes, 69; Noes, 141. (Division List No. 158.) 


New clause— 


‘*A local authority shall have power to hire land for the purposes of 
Part I{I. of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, as amended by this 
Act, and sub-sections two, three, four, and five of section ten of the Local 
Government Act, 1894, shall apply for the determination of questions arising 
in connection with such hiring.’—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 


—brought up and read the first time. 
Question proposed, “‘ That the clause be read a second time.” 
DIscussION :— 
Mr. Chaplin ie - 994 Mr. Channing 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 81 ; Noes, 147. (Division List No. 159.) 
New clause— 


‘* Where land acquired by a council under Part III. of the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act, 1890, is appropriated for the purpose of rehousing persons 
displaced by the council under the powers of —_ other Part of that Act or of 
any other enactment, the receipts and expenditure in respect of that land 
(including all costs in respect of the acquisition and laying out of the land), and 
of any buildings erected thereon, may be treated as receipts and expenditare 
under that Part or enactment, but shall be accounted for under a separate head.” 
—(Mr. Stuart.) 


—hbrought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 
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Question put, and agreed to; clause added. 


New clause— 


“Any council shall, in respect of land, buildings, and other property 
acquired under Part III. of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, as 
amended by this Act, have the same powers of borrowing money on mortgage as 
are, by Sections 235 to 239, inclusive, of The Public Health Act, 1875, conferred 
upon any local authority in respect of land, works, or other property acquired 
for the purposes of disposal of sewage.”—(Mr. Lough.) 


—brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘“‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr Chaplin ihe ..- 1003 Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, S.)... 1003 


Mr Lough ... “se ... 1003 


Question put, and negatived. 








exxii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 25.] Page 


New clause— 


**(1) The local authority, if not a rural district council, with the consent ot 
the Local Government Board, and if a rural district council with the consent 
of the county council, may lease any land acquired by them under and for the 
purposes of Part 3 of the Housing of the Working Ciasses Act, 1890 (hereinafter 
referred to as ‘ the Act’) to any lessee for the purpose and under the condition 
that the lessee will carry the Act into execution by building and maintaining on 
the land lodging-houses within the meaning of the Act ; and the local authority 
may insert in any lease all such provisions as they may think fit for insuring the 
user of the land and buildings for lodging houses within the meaning of the Act, 
and in particular the local authority may insert in any lease provisions binding 
the lessee to build on the land as in the lease prescribed, and to maintain 
and repair the buildings, and securing the use of the buildings exclusively as 
lodging-houses within the meaning of the Act, and prohibiting any addition to 
or alteration of the character of the buildings without the consent of the local 
authority ; and also a provision for the re-entry of the local authority on the 
land on the breach of any of the terms of the lease ; and every deed or instru- 
ment of demise of the land or buildings shall be endorsed with notice of this sub- 
section. (2) Sections 61 and 62 of the Act shall not extend to any lodging- 
house to which this Act applies.” —(Mr. Whitmore.) 





brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Chaplin is .-» 1005 Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice... 1006 
Mr. Stuart... — .-- 1006 Sir F. S. Powell oe .-» 1007 
Mr. Cohen ... oe .-- 1006 Mr. Lough as * .-- 1008 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 165; Noes, 84. (Division List No. 160.) 
Drafting Amendments made. 

Amendment proposed— 


“In line 11 to omit the word ‘may’ in order to insert the word ‘ shall.’ ” — 
(Mr. Hobhouse.) 


DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Moulton see .- 1011 Mr. Hobhouse ... oa coo BODE 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In line 13, after the word ‘ repair,’ to insert the words ‘and insure.’ ”— 
(Sir Francis Powell). 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
DISCUSSION :-— 

Mr. Gedge (Walsall) ey | Mr. Chaplin... sei .. LOM 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed : In line 19 after the word “ sub-section” to add 
“provided that in the case of a council in London the consent of a 
Secretary of State shall be substituted for the consent of the Local 
Government Board.”—(M/r. Chaplin.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause, as amended, added. 
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New clause— 


‘* For the purposes of Part III. of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 
1890, a local authority may acquire land coals at a price based on the 
annual value assessed for taxation, and they may schedule any site for 
acquisition within five years from the date of the notice of their intention to 
the owner, and may take possession six months after notice has been served 
upon the said owner. The price to be paid for such land shall not exceed the 
value of the land when it is scheduled, plus any additional value accruing at 
the rate of the average annual increase of value of the site for five years 
previvus to the date of such scheduling.” —(Mr. Steadman.) 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘That the clause be read a 
second time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Chaplin sive --- 1013 Mr. Steadman ... site .» 1014 
Mr. H.C. Richards( Finsbury, Mr. Maddison ... mr .- 1015 
E.)... sine sits 1014 


Question put and negatived. 


New clause— 


“ The price of any land taken by a rural district council for the purposes of 
this Act charwins than by agreement shall be determined by a single arbitrator 
to be named by the Local Government Board, and the arbitrator in determining 
the price of such land shall not make any addition in respect of compulsory 
purchase.” —(.Wr. Channing.) 


—brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second 
time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Chaplin ‘ith soo 3087 Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 1018 
Mr. Channing aK sss LOVE 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 78 ; Noes, 161. (Division List No. 161.) 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 268. ] 


SUPPLY [22ND JUNE]—Resolutions reported :—- 


Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
Cxass II. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding £51,299, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the Salaries and Expenses in the Department of Her Majesty’s 
Treasury and Subordinate Departments.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £7,340, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Department of Her Majesty’s Most 
Honourable Privy Council.” 
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3. “ That a sum, not exceeding £11,028, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Board of Agriculture, and to pay 
certain Grants in Aid.” 


4. “That a sum, not exceeding £23,036, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Charity Commission for England and 
Wales.” 


5. “That a sum, not exceeding £9,778, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the Commissioners in Lunacy 
in England.” 


6. “That a sum, not exceeding £67, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Mint, including the Expenses 
of Coinage.” 


7. “That a sum, not exceeding £8,097, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the National Debt Office.” 


8. “That a sum, not exceeding £12,838, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for the Salaries and Expenses of the Public Record Office.” 


9. “That a sum not exceeding £15, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March, 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Establishment under the 
Public Works Loan Commissioners.” 


10. “That a sum, not exceeding £23,702, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 41st day of March, 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Department of the Registrar- 
General of Births, ete., in England.” 


11. “That a sum, not exceeding £350,060 be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, 
for Stationery, Printing, Paper, Binding, and Printed Books for the 
Public Service, and for the Salaries and Expenses of the Stationery 
Office; and for sundry Miscellaneous Services, including Reports of 
Parliamentary Debates.” 


Resolutions agreed to i cas ths ™ vie st v. 1021 
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SUPPLY—{24TH May]—Resolution reported :— 


Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS EsTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
Crass II. 


“That a sum, not exceeding £32,339, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Local Government Board in 


Ireland.” 
Resolution agreed to 


District Councillors and Guardians (Term of Office) Bill—Read the third 
time, and passed. 


G.P.0.—TRANSFER TO MounT PLEASANT—PostTAL DELAYS—On the Motion 
for Adjournment— 


Siv Albert Lollit (Isling- The Financial Secretary to 
ton, S.) ... oes ..» 1023 the Treasury (Mr. Han- 
bury, Preston) te 


[Adjourned at Twenty-five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





LORDS: TUESDAY, 26TH JUNE, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with : Belfast and County Down Railway ; Great Northern 
Railway (Ireland). Also the Certificates that no Standing Orders are 
applicable to the following Bills: Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 6); Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law); Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 8). And also the Certificates that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 
with: Gas Provisional Order (No. 3); Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 1); Land Registry (New Buildings). The same were ordered 
to lie onthe Table aes aS ‘ee has sae a 


STANDING OrDERS COMMITTEE—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the following Bills—Metropolitan District 
Railway, South Metropolitan Gas—ought to be dispensed with, and the 
Bills allowed to proceed ; read, and agreed to one ba ah : 


Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light Railway Bill—A Petition of Messrs. 
Grahames, Currey, and Spens, of No. 30, Great George Street, West- 
minster, Parliamentary agents, praying for leave to present a Petition of the 
promoters of the Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill, praying 
to be heard by counsel against the Bill, although the time limited by 
Standing Order No. 93 for presenting such Petition has expired ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table; and Standing Order No. 93 to be 
considered on Thursday next in order to its being dispensed with in 
respect of the said Petition ... oes : ome ane 
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North Warwickshire Water Bill—Reported, with Amendments... ..._ 1025 
Vale of Rheidol Light Railway Bill—Reported, with an Amendment... 1026 


Airdrie, Coatbridge, and District Water Trust Bill; Hartlepool Gas 
and Water Bill; Great Eastern Railway Bill ; Lancashire, Derbyshire, 
and East Coast ’ Railway Bill ; 5 City « of London Electric Lighting Bill— 
Reported, with Amendments... - 1026 


Dublin Corporation Bill; Clontarf Urban District Council Bill—Leave 
given to the Select Committee to adjourn over To-morrow ap - 1026 


Fraser Settled Chattels Bill [H.L.]; Christchurch and Bournemouth Tram- 
ways Bill; Blackpool, St. Anne’s, and Lytham Tramways Bill—Read 2*... 1026 


British Gaslight ements) onroesmecmaes vinta Bill—Read des and 
committed .. . 1026 


Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley Water Bill—Read 2+, and com- 
mitted. The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection... 1026 


Lancaster Corporation Bill; St. David’s vege eecamni Bill— 
Read 24, and committed ve : .«. 1026 


West Bromwich Corporation Bill ; Great Western Railway Bill—Read 2+, 
and committed. The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection wn aie iad a ves ins ae on .-» 1026 


Farnworth Urban District Council Bill; Gas Light and Coke, Commer- 
cial Gas, and South Metropolitan Gas Companies Bill—Read 2%, and com- 
mitted ... ie me ae ie es ss 14 és ... 1027 


Halifax Corporation Bill; Huddersfield Corporation Tramways Bill— 
Xead 2%, and committed. The Committees to be a by the Com- 
mittee of Selection... ki en .-» 1027 


Jarrow and Hebburn Electricity Sissi 2 Bill--Read 2*, and committed 1027 


Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Railway Bill ; Lambeth Water Bill— 
Read 2, and committed. The Committees to be sdiiadabill mali the Com- 
mittee of Selection... se yn .. 1027 


London and Saint Katharine Docks, and East and baler India 
Dock Companies Bill—Read 2¢, and committed dvs ee 1027 


Mid-Kent Water Bill; Portland Urban District Gas Bill—Read 2% and 
committed. The Committees to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection ss ae ye ‘vp sis “ po di -- 1027 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill—Read 2‘, and committed oo. 1027 

Wandsworth and Putney Gas Bill; South Metropolitan Gas Bill; 
Metropolitan District Railway Bill—Read 2*, and committed. The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection... hich --- 1027 


Belfast and County Down mauanied mes Great Northern Railway 
(Ireland) Bill—Read 2¢ ves ce - --» 1027 


South Shields edu -_ - : sani 3", and A arnt, and sent to 
the Commons ... .. 1027 
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Rochdale Corporation Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 1‘; and 
referred to the Examiners ; me ro os is ie 


Ossett Corporation Gas Bill ; Saas Extension and ‘l'ramways Bill ; 
Stockport Corporation Tramw ays Bill—Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to ... ws ae wt ‘ 


Mersey Docks -_ Harbour Board Bill n 1: Paignton Urban District 
Water Bill [1.1 iar from the Commons agreed to, with Amend- 
ments ... . 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders +s (No. 7) Bill Hi L. ] ; Tramways 
Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.1. ig athe Nan reported sie 
to Order), and Bills to be read 3* on Friday next ... ee es 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional _— - 1) sae Read 3* 
(according to order), and passed P 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 9 Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—-Amendments reported 
(according to Order), and Bills to be read 3* on Thursday next .. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—Read 3% (according to Order), and passed 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [4.L. ieee 3 ee to ci and 
passed, and sent to the Commons 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Read 2* (according 
to Order), and committed. The Committee to be lg by the Com. 
mittee of Selection ee so a, Sen : 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill.—Read 2° according to 
Order), and committed to a Committee of the whole House on Thursday 


next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill— 
tead 2" (according to Order) , ee ‘63 bs one ee 


Gas Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders .”~ 


(No. 1) Bill.—Read 2* (according to Order) 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Biil [1.1.] 
—House in Committee (according to Order). The Amendments proposed 
by the Select Committee made; Standing Committee ee ed; the 
Report of Amendments to be received on Thursday next . ot % 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports—I. Annual Series :—2461. Portugal (Goa); No. 2462. 
Turkey (Smyrna and district). II. Miscellaneous Series:—No. 528. 
German Colonies, for the year ending 30th June, 1899 ; No. 529. Water- 
way between the Baltic and Black Sea ha bed : 


CoLoniEs—=I, Annual :—No. 290. British Guiana (Reports for 1897-98 and 
1898-99) ; No. 291. Falkland Islands (Report for 1899); No. 292. British 
New Guinea (Report for 1898-99) ; No. 293. Bermuda Report for amr 
II. Miscellaneous :—No. 13. Cook Islands (Report for 1899) 
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Cyprus—Annual Report for 1898-99. Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table jee am Be "a nh oes ..- 1029 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ActT—Annual Statistical Report by the University 
Court of the University of St. Andrews to the Secretary for Scotland 
under the provisions of the Act be ie =“ ae ae ..- 1030 


Pusiic Recorps (Court oF EXCHEQUER)—Schedule of classes of documents 
connected with actions arising out of seizures of goods, etc., or for the 
recovery of penalties under Acts relating to the customs or excise, and 
other process in matters relating to the revenue, which formerly were 
or ought to have been in the office of the King’s or Queen’s Remembrancer, 
or of the Exchequer, and which are now in, but are not considered of 
sufficient public value to justify their preservation in, the Public Record 
Office ... ip Fis ‘i - eer on - .-- 1030 


County TREASURERS (IRELAND) (FEE FunpD)—<Account for the year ended 
25th March, 1900. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table hs re wits ‘a ae .-- 1030 


HospitaLs (EXEMPTION FROM RATES)—Message from the Commons for leave 
for the Marquess of Bristol to attend to be examined as a witness before 
the Select Committee of that House... ai me ike a .-- 1030 





JOURNAL CoMMITTEE—Report from, that the General Index to ten volumes of 
the Journals, viz., from the one hundred and sixteenth to the one hundred 
and twenty-fifth, both inclusive (47th and 48th Vict.—56th and 57th Vict.), 
is ready for delivery ; the same to be delivered in the usual manner — ... 1030 


Commonwealth of Australia Constitution Bill — Brought from the 
Commons. Read 1¢; to be printed ; and to be read 2¢ on Friday next.— 
(The Earl of Selborne.) (No. 128) ... +f ne mm os ..- 1030 


District Councillors and Guardians (Term of Office) Bill—Brought from 
the Commons. Read 1¢; and to be printed. (No. 129) ins ..- 1030 


Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Bill—Reported from 
the Standing Committee with further Amendments. The Report of the 
Amendments made in Committee of the whole House and by the Standing 
Committee to be received on Friday next; and Bill to be printed as 
amended. (No. 130)... sak hee ac ae Ss cae ... 1030 


County Councils (Elections) Act (1891) Amendment Bill — Reported 
from the Standing Committee without amendment, and to be read 3° on 


Thursday next... ae ese es ra eh me — ... 103] 


Lunacy Regulation (Ireland) Bill [H.L.]— Reported from the Standing 
Committee with a further Amendment. The Report of the Amendments 
made in Committee of the whole House and by the Standing Committee to 
be received on Thursday next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 
ILE See, Seta neti Vai ce. aay hse on 


Volunteer Bill [H.L.]-— Reported from the Standing Committee with an 
Amendment; and re-committed to a Committee of the whole House on 
Thursday next; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 132) ... .- 1031 


Military Lands Bill [1.L.]—Reported from the Standing Committee_with 
further Amendments ; the Report of the Amendments made in Committee 
of the whole House and by the Standing Committee to be received on 
Thursday next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 133) ... ... 1031 
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Ancient Monuments Protection Bill—Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with further Amendments ; the Report of the Amendments made 
in Committee of the whole House and by the Standing Committee to be 
received on Thursday next ; and Bill to be printed as amendad. (No. 134) 


Reserve Forces Bill [u.u.]; Military Manceuvres Bill [H.L.|—Reported from 
the Standing Committee without Amendment, and to be read 3% on 
Thursday next.. 


Secondary Education Bill—Moved, “That the Bill be read a first time.” — 
(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


The Earl of Kimberley 
Bill to make better provision for enabling county councils and other 
local authorities to aid forms of education not being elementary—presented 


by the Lord President (D. Devonshire) ; read 1‘; and to be printed. (No. 
135.) 


Burial Grounds Bill [Seconp Reapinc]—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read, 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a second time.” —(Lord Belper.) 


The Lord Archbishop of The Lord Archbishop of York 
Canterbury i ... 1048 The Lord Bishop of Winchester... 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2 accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Friday next. 


Marriage Act Amendment Bill [1.L.]—House in Committee (according to 
Order), 


Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 
The Lord Chancellor (The The Lord Archbishop of Canter- 
Earl of Halsbury) ..» 1049 bury ... $6 vii * 


Clause 2 agreed to, 


Clauses 3 and 4 agreed to. 


Clause 5 :— 
The Earl of Halsbury ... 1051 The Archbishop of Canterbury ... 
Clause 5 agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 
The Earl of Halsbury _.... 1051 The Earl of Halsbury ... 
The Lord nee of The Lord Bishop of W “inchester.. 
Canterbury ; 1052 The Earl of Camperdown 
The Lord Bishop sills St. 
Albans ... . 1053 
Moved— 


‘In Clause 6, page 2, line 26, after ‘ published’ to insert ‘ provided that at 
the publication of the banns the name of such church is mentioned. ’”—( The 
Lord Archbishop of Canterbury.) 


Lord Glenesk ies ..» 1055 The Lord Bishop of Chichester ... 
The Earl of Kimberley... 1056 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
VOL. LXXXIV. [FourTH Ssrigs.] i 
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On Question, “That Clause 6 stand part of the Bill,” their Lordships 
divic ed :—Contents, 29 ; Not Contents, 18, 


Clause agreed to. 


Clause 7 :— 
The Earl of Halsbury swe owe esi one see we see 1057 


Clause agreed to. 


Clauses & to 18 agreed to. 
The Earl of Halsbury —... a vo Ass te ek ..- 1057 


Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee ; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 136.) 


County Surveyors (Ireland) Bill ; Naval Reserve eo Bill— 





Read 3“ (according to Order), and ‘passed se .- 1057 
Irish LAND COMMISSION—RETURN OF EXPENSES—Moved, “That there be 
laid before the House a Return showing the total expenses of the Irish 
Land Commission for each of the five years ended 31st March, 1896 to 
1900.”—(The Earl of Mayo.) 
The Eurl of Denbigh ... 1058 The Earl of Mayo ws .-- 1059 
Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
Lunacy ADMINISTRATION—THE “St, PANCRAS SCANDAL ”— ; 
Lord Russell of Killowen ... 1059 The Earl of Kimberley ... .-- 1065 
The Earl of Halsbury — ... 1064 The Earl of Halsbury ... .-- 1066 
SECRETARIES TO IRISH County CouncILs— 
The Euvi of Arran ... 1067 The Earl of Denbigh ... .-- 1069 
House adjourned at half past Seven of the clock. 
COMMONS: TUESDAY, 26TH JUNE, 1900. 
Dublin Electric Lighting Bill (by Order)—Order for consideration, as 
amended, read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill, as amended, be 
now considered.” 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and add the words ‘three months.’ ”— 
(Mr. Carew.) 
(Juestion proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St.Patrick) 1071 Mr. J. P. O'Connor (Liverpool, 
Mr. Brown (Shropshire, 1cl- Scotland) - ... 108] 
lington) ... cae co Ate Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N) ... 1087 
Mr. Treveluan( Yorkshire Li, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) .. ... 1091 


Elland) ... ... 1078 
Mr. Rutherford (Lanca ishire, 
Darwen)... . sop ROBE 








Ju 


OL 


Pr 


Br 


Br 


Re 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. exxxi 


9 
Page June 26.] Page 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 180; Noes, 167. (Division List No. 162.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. Bill considered. 
Amendments made. 
057 Bill to be read the third time. 
OLDHAM CorPORATION BILL (By Order)—As amended, considered. A clause 
(Limitation of powers outside borough)—(M/r. Grant Luwson)—brought 
057 up, and read the first time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Clause be read a 
second time,” put. 
DISCUSSION :— 
057 Mr. McKenna (Monmouth- Mr. Strachey (Somerset, 8S.) ... 1106 
— shire, N.) ... 1103 The Secretary to the Local Govern- 
Mr. E mmott (Oldham) so» LOD ment Board (1 Mr. T. W. Russell, 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) 1106 Tyrone, 8.) ... . 1107 
Mr. Grant Lawson ( Yorkshire, 
N.E., Thirsk) ... ..- 1106 
059 Question put, and negatived. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
3ill accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
es Private Bitts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 


INTO COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
1069 Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Great 
Grimsby Street Tramways Bill [Lords]; Ramsgate Corporation Improve- 
ments Bill [Lords]. Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time .-- 1107 


PrIvATE Bitts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
NOT COMPLIED WITH.)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have not been complied with, viz. :—North British Rail- 
way bill {Lords].—Ordered, that the oe be referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders wate ‘ (i ‘i eas ..- 1108 


Brewery and Commercial Investment Trust Bill Lords] Bristol Water 
Bill {Lerds]; Commercial Union Assurance Company Bill [Lords] ; 
Milford Docks Bill a © the third _ and sigan without 





amendment... » ey EOS 
Bray Urban we rienenty Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time . by : Z rot . 1108 
1081 Rochdale Corporation Bill As amended, considered. 
pe Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 


Bill be now read the third time.—(Jfr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed Ads Ses ..- 1108 
i2 


- 











exxxii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 26.| 


Taff Vale Railway Bill oes ae amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time _... ; 


Gwyrfai Rural District Council eee _ atti (By senate 


a second time, and committed 


LonDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND EppInG Forest RatLway (ABANDONMENT)— 
Report [this day] from the Select Committee on Standing Orders read.— 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Lafone and Mr. Wanklyn ... 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill gins maa the third ~“ 


and passed, with an Amendment 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill; Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of 
Working Classes) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 11) 
Bill. Read the third time, and passed a aby ‘ie a 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) oe amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time To-morrow , 


London County Tramways (No. 1) Bill—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed : 


Croydon agin and Improvements Bill—Reported from the Select 
Committee on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section A), with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ... ‘ 


Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Amendment Bill [Lor are —Reported 
| Parties do not proceed] ; Report to lie upon the Table 


East Stirlingshire Water Bill [Lords]—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ‘ eee a as 


PRIVATE Bits (Group J)—Ordered, That Thomas Bryce Laing do attend the 
Committee on Group J of Private Bills To-morrow, at half- _ Eleven of 
the clock : 


PRIVATE Bitts (GRouP cna. That Frederick J. Dick, Thomas 
Crossthwaite, and Allen Hornsby do attend the Committee on Group K of 
Private Bills on Tuesday, 3rd duly, at half- lai Eleven of the clock, and 
produce the said documents ... ; 


STANDING ORDERS—Resolutions ini from the Committee :—1l. “ That 
in the case of the Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmellington Railways 
(Abandonment) Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with: That the parties be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


2. “That, in the case of the London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest 
Railway (Abandonment) Petition, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with: That the parties be permitted to ‘proceed with their Bill. 


3. “ That, in the case of Roe’s Patent Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders 
ought to be ‘dispensed with: That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 


4, “That, in the case of the North-Eastern Railway Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with: That the parties be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to 
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North-Eastern Railway Bill [Lords].—Report [this day] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time.—(Mr. Caldwell) ... : f as 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have - tition 
Common Scheme (Petersham) Provisional Order Bill, Morecambe Urban 
District Council (Gas) Bill. 


That they have agreed to Amendments to—Great Berkhampstead Water 
Bill [Lords}, Motherwell Water Bill [Lords], Birmingham (King Edward 
the Sixth) Schools Bill [Lords], without amendment. 





That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act to confer powers upon 
the Corporation of the Borough of South Shields for the construction of 
street works and improvements ; and for other rr South Shields 
Corporation Bill [Lords] se 


South Shields Corporation Bill [Lords|—Read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ; 
PETITIONS. 


British Museum Bill—Petition of the Library Association, for reference to a 
Select Committee ; to lie upon the Table i it i i 





Education ee 


Petition from Brechin, in favour; to lie upon 
the Table aN 


Midwives Bill—Petition from soins against ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill—Petition from eamieatiamee for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday B Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Enstone; Somercotes; Belper; Handforth; Aldershot ; Billinghay ; ; 
Beeston ; Sandbach ; Northwich ; Frodsham ; and Hastings—to lie upon 
the Table - : es 


Sale of Intoxicating eee to Children (to, 2) Bill—Petition from 
Heywood, against ; to lie upon the Table. Petitions in favour, from Leeds 
(three) ; Carlisle ; ‘Hampstead ; Banbury ; York ; Gospel Oak ; Oldbury ; 
Worcester ; Bath (eight) ; West Ham ; Stroud Green ; Sheffield ; South 
Cave ; Gainsborough (tw 0) ; Masborough ; Kimberworth (two) ; "Rother- 
ham (three) ; Bishop Norton ; Malling ; Newton Heath ; Newcastle- -upon- 
Tyne (two) ; Coventry ; Heywood ; Ashton-under Lyne (two); Colne ; 

Elstone; Ightham; Nottingham (three); Devonport ; Winterley ; 
Widnes; Maesteg; Alford; Briton Ferry ; Pontycymmer; Whaplode ; 
Cadoxton juxta Neath ; Coedfranc; Wakeham; Belper; Glasshouses ; 
South Hornsey (three); East Finchley; Whitehaven; Crosscoombe ; 
Weymouth (two); Egremont ; Dorchester ; Broadway ; Carlisle ; Balder- 
ton; Northampton; Cwmbran; Salford ; Bristol; Clapham ; Gunnis- 
lake ; Ambleston ; Walworth (three) ; Maryport (two) ; Six Hills ; East 
Birmingham ; Little Addington ; Carnforth ; Eston ; Battersea ; Gedding- 
ton ; Litherland ; Doncaster (four) ; Tow Law (three) ; Lanehead ; 

Penzance ; Billy. Row ; Cumberland ; Balby ; St. Just (three) ; St. 
Martin’s (Scilly) ; St. Agnes (Scilly) ; Mexborough ; Westgate ; Bray ; 
Hull; Berkshire; Hastings; Thorne (three) ; Boston ; Great Yar- 
mouth 2 Gerards Cross ; Newark Road ; ‘Austerfield ; ; Cheshire ; 
Camberwell; Bawtry ; Frodsham ; Todmorden; Maidenhead (two) ; 
Walton-on-the-Naze ; “Marylebone ; ; Regent’s Park ; Kiveton Park ; 

Wokingham ; Ramsbury ; ; Bracebridge ; Ripon ; and Lincoln (toventy 
nine)—to lie upon the Table — P : : 
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Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill and Sunday 
23 soo Sp Monmouthshire Bill—Petition from Lancashire and Cheshire, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table m . See es i 


Sale of Intoxicating Li — to Children (No. 2) Bill ; Sunday Closing 
(Monmouthshire) Bill; and Sunday Closing (Wales) ) Act (1881) 
Amendment Bill—Petition from Llansamlet, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table : +3 So * si x38 ae she ; 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 
favour ; from Dundonald ; Portpatrick ; — Earlston ; Aber- 
deen ; and Douglas Water ; to lie upon the Table .. > 


Smaller Dwellings (Scotland) Bill—Petition of Association of Burgh 
Officials of Scotland, against, to lie upon the Table.. . : 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petition from Monmouth, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Parkgate ; Chester; Reading (ten) ; Saffron 
Walden ; York ; Watford ; Ashton-under-Lyne ; Burslem ; Southampton ; 
Oldbury ; St. Austell ; Manchester ; Bishop Norton ; Keadby (two) ; Not- 
tingham (two); Kidderminster; Magon; Bargoed ; Weston-super-Mare 
(twe 0); Newport ; Coventry (two); Widnes ; Birmingham (two) ; South- 
end-on-Sea ; Carnforth; Buckfastleigh (four); Blaengarw ; Coedfranc ; 
Cadoxton juxta Neath ; ; Wakeham; Upper Tooting; Exeter; Ripon ; 
Glasshouses ; Stroud Green ; Rochdale ; Crosscoombe ; Tolskithy ; Four 
Lanes ; Portreath ; Pool ; Redruth ; South Downs ; Wey mouth ; Summer- 
field ; Dorchester ; Weymouth ; Broadway ; Sandback (two) ; Doncaster 
(five); Pontefract; Crook; Aldershot; Radcliffe-on-Tr ent ; ; Newark ; 
Sunderland ; Dovercourt ; Leicester ; ; Leytonstone ; Yardley ; Darlington 
(ten) ; Melsonby ; Epple by ; Aldborough ; Barking ; Plymouth ; Gunnis- 
lake ; Ambleston ; Sixhills ; North Thoresby ; Tetney ; Lavender Hill ; 
Eston ; Redear; Battersea ; Clapham; Bulwell ; Lane Head ; Tow Law ; 
Rotherham ; Mytholmroyd ; Frodsham ; Todmorden ; Heywood ; Cross- 
keys ; Fleur-de Lis ; Balby ; Mansfield ; Royston ; Wokingham ; Bradferd 
(five) ; Austerfield ; St. Just (three) ; St. Agnes (Scilly) ; Bristol ; Stithians ; 
3urrows ; Kidderminster ; Bischeliffe ; Sowerby Bridge ; Lincoln ; Wood- 
house Grove; Great Yarmouth ; Lantwardine; Penzance ; St. Martin’s 
(Scilly) ; and Hastings ; to lie upon the Table. 

Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment Bill—Petitions in 


favour, from Blaengarw ; Pontyeymmer (two) ; Coedfranc ; Cadoxton-juxta- 
Neath ; and Ambleston ; to lie upon the Table pee 


Trusts Funds Bill—Petition from Birmingham, in favour, to lie - the 
Table oe ose eee ose oe eee . oe 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


County TREASURERS’ FEE Funp (IRELAND)—Account presented, for the year 
ended 25th March, 1900 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 25th June; Mr. Mitchie]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 234] ea es 


LEAD Polsontnc — Return presented, relative thereto [Address 22nd June ; J/r. 
Jesse Collings); to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 235] 
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COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL)—Copy presented, of Report, No. 293 (Bermuda, 
Annual Report for 1899) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
Copy presented, of Report, No. 292 (British New Guinea, Annual 
Report for 1898-9) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... é. 





PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK Public Records 
(Court of Exchequer).—Copy of a Schedule containing a List and Parti- 
culars of Classes of Documents connected with actions arising out of 
seizures of goods, etc., or for the recovery of penalties under Acts relating 
to the Customs or Excise, and other Process in matters relating to the 
Revenue, which formerly were or ought to have been in the Office of the 
King’s or Queen’s Remembrancer of the Exchequer, and which are now in 
the Public Record Office, but are not considered of sutticient public 
value to justify their preservation therein [by Act] 


MaprAS LAND REVENUE—Ordered, That so much of the Return relative to 
Madras Land Revenue, which was presented sth August, 1899, as relates 
to the despatch from the Secretary of State for India, with enclosures 
reviewing correspondence regarding sales of defaulters’ lands in Madras, 
be printed. [No. 236] 


INCORPORATED LAW Society oF ENGLAND—Copy ordered, “of Account 
showing the figures upon which the grant of £2,500 per annum, made in 
aid of the expenses incurred by the Incorporated Law Society of England 
in the performance of the duties of discipline imposed upon them by the 
Act 51 & 52 Vic. c. 65, is based.”—(M/r. Hanbury.) 


Copy presented er ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 237] se ; 4s i 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—TREATMENT OF CAPE REBELS—Question, Mr. John 
Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushceliffe) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for 
the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


ADMINISTRATION OF MARTIAL LAW—Question, Mr. John Ellis; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


INOCULATION AGAINST TYPHOID FEVER—Questions, Mr. McKenna (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.), Mr. Wason (Clackmannan and_ Kinross), Colonel 
Wyndham Murray (Bath), and Sir Howard Vincent re Central) 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham 





CuInA—ANTI-FOREIGN ASSISTANCE IN Sup- 
PRESSION-——Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ecclesall) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


RECENT OPERATIONS—TIENTSIN AND PEKING—Question, Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford)... 


ApMIRAL SEyMour’s AcTION—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty — Goschen, St. George's 8, 
Hanover Square) ' , wih Ais du 


Composition OF ADMIRAL SryMour’s Navat Force on LAND—Question, Sir 
J. Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen 
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COMMAND OF THE ALLIED canoe tbls’ eseng Sir J. aap: Answer, Mr. 
Goschen ae he .&. ‘ ise ia 


British LAND Forces FoR TIENTSIN—Question, Sir E. Ashmead-Bartlett ; 


Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


CHINESE TRADE IN BRITISH ee mere. Mr. teas siti! Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick . ; ie ae ; 


BriTISH INTERESTS IN THE YANG-TSZE VALLEY—Questions, Mr. Drage and 
Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs), and Mr. si 3p Walton (Yorkshire 
W.R., Barnsley ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


TIENTSIN—NEU-CHWANG RAILWAY—Question, Mr. Joseph Walton ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick ... ss J 5 res + isk : 


INDIAN Troops ror CHINA—Question, Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 





ORIGIN AND WARNINGS OF THE ANTI-FOREIGN ee ee Mr. 
Maclean ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ae BA ve tf 


Dua (NAVAL AND MILITARY) ORGANISATIONS OF NAVAL STATIONS—Question, 
Sir J. Colomb ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... ‘< e : 


ARMY—EDUCATION OF OFFICERS’ SoNS—Question, Sir James Woodhouse 
(Huddersfield) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham re i 


RiFLE RaANcGEsS—Question, Sir Howard Vincent ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CapetT Corps AND RIFLE CLUuBs—Questions, Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. 
Tomlinson (Preston), and General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest) ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham Y We 


RESERVE SQUADRONS—PAY OF ACTING QUARTERMASTERS AND ADJUTANTS— 
Question, Mr. Arnold-Forster (Belfast, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


ALDERSHOT MAN@uvRES—HeEatT CAasuALTIES—Question, Dr. Farquharson 
(Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ian eas ; 


ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT—OFFICERS’ TITLES— ean Capt. Norton 
“2 
(Newington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham.. ‘ ; . 


SOLDIERS’ PENSIONS AND Goop Conpuct BADGE — Mr. iene 
(Lincoln) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. ; ‘as ‘ , sls 


VOLUNTEER QUARTERMASTER SERGEANT—Question, Mr. Price eee wedi 
Answer, Mr. W yndham ele = ae re 


MARINE PENSIONERS—CASE oF ROBERTS , Sir John Baker (Ports- 
mouth ; Answer, The Civil Lord of the ne Admiralty _ Austen Chamber- 
lain, W orcestershire, E.) . 





THE SHIPBUILDING V leslie. Sir Charles Dilke ; Ries Mr. Goschen 


DEPTFORD VICTUALLING YARD—OVERTIME REcCoRDS—Question, Capt. Norton ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) . 


TRAINING OF SEAMEN—TRAINING SQUADRON SAILING SHIpS—Question, Mr. 
Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Mr. Goschen di & = * 
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WESTERN AUSTRALIA—PoRTS OF CALL FoR MAIL STEAMERS—Question, 
Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain * 


New ZEALAND—PROPOSED ENLARGEMENT OF east Mr. 
Hogan ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain Ae ne ; i, 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL—INTERFERENCE OF COLONIAL GOVERNORS 
—Question, Mr. William Redmond ces Miss Answer, Mr. J. Chamber- 


lain 


SUPERINTENDENTS OF AFRICAN PROTECTORATES—Question, Mr. Buchanan 
(Aberdeenshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick : a? a : 


InDIA—HONNIBAL SHOOTING CaSE—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton , aoe = ‘ i 


INDIAN MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts ipa 
shire, W.) ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ast site = 


INDIAN FAMINE—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


MAIDSTONE GAOL—WARDER SEARLE’S PENSION—Question, Mr. Cornwallis 
(Maidstone) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home ere 
(Sir M. White Ridley, Lancs., Blackpool) “a 


JuTE Factory REGULATIONS—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley ate i“ 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcT—BAILEY v. PLANT—Question, Mr. 
McKenna; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley ... So be be 


WOKINGHAM Petty SEssIONS—CaAsE OF WILLIAM SprinkS—Question, Sir 
Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley ... 


CHARITY COMMISSION—SALES OF CHARITY PROpERTY—Question, Sir Walter 
Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) ; Answer, The Parliamentary ane Com- 
missioner (Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire N, R., Thirsk) 


LonpDoN ScHooL Boarp—ScuHoo.t PLAces—Question, Lord Hugh Cecil (Green- 
wich); Answer, The Vice President of the Committee of Council of 
Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


3ARLINNIE PRISON—PAYMENT OF FINES BY PRISONERS—Question, Sir Charles 
Cameron (Glasgow, an ; Answer, The Lord Advocate aise A. 
Graham-Murray, Buteshire) .. : ; 


GREAT NORTHERN OF IRELAND RAILWAY FARES—Question, Mr. Murnaghan 
(Tyrone, Mid) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade one re 
Croydon) 


STRANGFORD LouGH—CARLINGFORD LIGHTHOUSE—Question, Mr. Blackiston- 
Houston (Down, N.), Answer, Mr. Ritchie and The Chief Massie Se for 
Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) : 


KILLARNEY LAND iene hiaeuieai Mr. Flavin sis N. ds Answer, Mr. 
G. W. Balfour... ‘ oe : ols 
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SALEs TO IRISH ~ aac ieee Mr Morris eee 8. )3 ae Mr. 
G. W. Balfour Ld 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Question, Sir H. Campbell aaa Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour a Ssh Ss ae as ; 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES)—Mr. HALsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, _and_ Legal 

g (Wales) 

Act (1881) hindicdment Bill) ; and had appointed in sabivation : Sir 

Powlett Milbank. 


Mr. HAtsey further reported from the Committee, That they had 
added to the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and 
Legal Procedure the following Fifteen Members in Respect of the 
Veterinary Surgeons Amendment Bill :—Mr. Banbury, Sir Thomas Gibson- 
Carmichael, Mr. Colston, Earl of Dalkeith, Mr. Vaughan-Davies, Mr. 
Charles Douglas, Sir Frederick Fitz W ygram, Sir Michael Foster, Sir 
John Kinloch, Mr. M’ Crae, Sir George Pilkington, Mr. Shaw-Stewart, Mr. 
Tennant, Sir John — and Colonel ee Report to lie upon the 
Table ... i sk mm om - 


SELECTION (JOINT Nia Mr. HAtLsey reported from the Committee 
of Selection, That they had discharged the following Member from the 
Joint Committee of Lords and Commons on Municipal Trading :— Sir 
John Leng ; and had 4 ig in substitution: Mr. John Wilson (6 ov - 
Report to lie upon the Table.. - re 





Hospitats (EXEMPTIONS FROM RAtTES)—Ordered, That a iio be sent to 
the Lords to request that their Lordships will be pleased to give leave to 
the Marquess of Bristol to attend to be examined as a Witness before the 
Select Committee on Laemaanes eee from dimes steal a 
Russell) ne we , ‘ 


NEW BILL. 


Ursan District Councits—Bill to amend the Law of Public Health, Local 
Government, and Rating with respect to Urban District Councils and 
otherwise, ordered to be brought in by Sir John William Maclure and 
Mr. Joseph Howard. 


Urban District Councils Bill—“To amend the Law of Public Health, 
Local Government, and Rating with respect to Urban District Councils, 
and otherwise,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read 


a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 269] .-- 1139 





Companies Bill [Szconp Reapinc]—Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘That the Bill be now “read a 
second time.” —(Mr. Litchie.) 





DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Crombie (Kincardine- Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 8.) . 
shire) ... 1145 Mr. Martin (Worcester 7 Mag 


Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8)... 1146 Droitwich)... --- 1162 
Mr. Hoare (Hampstead) ... 1153 Mr. ‘tirade Jones (Durham, mis | 
f 1163 


Sir Albert Lollit (Islington, N.S 


8.) ea soe ... 1154 Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool, 
. 1165 
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Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present 
(Mr. Hedderwick, Wick” Burghs). House counted, and forty Members 
being found present. 


Mr. Chas. McArthur... 1168 Mr. Butcher (York) _... 

Mr. Holland (Yorkshire Mr. Bayley (Derbyshire, Chester- 
W h., Rotherham) .-» 1168 field) .. 

Mr. Marks (Tower Hamlets, Mr. Banbury (Camber well, Peck- 
St. George's)... sae S990 ham) .. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be committed 
to the Standing Committee on Trade, ete.” —(Mr. Litchie.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Lawson Walton ~» L181 The First Lord of the Treasury 
Mr. Alexander Cross (Glas- (Mr. A. J. — Muan- 
gow, Camlachie)... ... 1181 chester, EB.) .. se 


Serjeant Hemphill (Tyrone, 
| ae ‘ks ... 1182 


Question put. 
House divided :—Ayes, 138 ; Noes, 52. (Division List, No. 163.) 


Money-Lending Bill |Lords|—Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate 


on Amendment [21 June] proposed to Question [21st June], “ That the 
Bill be now read a second time.” 


And which Amendment was— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Marks (Tower Hamlets, The First Lord of the Treasury 
Stepney).. fe aso S187 (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 

Mr, Butcher (York) ... 1188 4 eer ae sii “i 

Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, Mr. Beckett (Yorkshire, N.R., 
S.) oa 6 .-- 1190 Whitby) 


Mr. Birrell (Fifeshire, W.) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be committed to 
the Standing Committee on Trade, ete.”—(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 


Discusslon— 


Mr. Birrell i ... 1200 Mr. A. J. Balfour a 
Mr. Beckett 2 ... 1200 Commander Bethell (Yorkshire, 
Mr. Lawson IValton ... 1200 E.R., Holderness) i 


Mr. Parker Smith (Lanark- 
shire, Partick) ... ... 1200 
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Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 150 ; Noes, 47. (Division List, No. 164.) 


Charitable Loans (Ireland) Bill—As amended, considered. A clause (Part 
of 6 and 7 Vict., c. 91, s. 58, not to apply to proceedings under this Act) 
—(Mr. Attorney General Sor Ireland) —brought up, and read the first and 
second time, and added. Another clause (Definition) — (Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland)—brought up and read the first and second time, and 
added. It being Midnight, Further Proceeding on Consideration, as 
amended, stood adjourned. Bill, as amended, to be further considered 
upon Thursday se 


Customs Duties (Isle of Man) Bill—{Srconp Reapinc]—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


The Financial Secretary to Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ... 
the Treasury (Mr. Han- 
bury, Preston) ... .-- 1203 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Thursday next. 

Registration of Firms Bill—Ordered, That Sir Albert Rollit be discharged 
from the Committee on Registration of Firms. Ordered, That Mr. Cohen 
be added to the Committee. —(Sir William Walrond) 


Water Supply Bill—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged ; Bill 


withdrawn 


Tramways (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill—Order for Second Reedling 


read, 
Mr. Harrington (Dublin, The Attorney General for Ireland 
Harbour) ‘ .-. 1204 (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, NV.) 1204 r Are ‘ae ge =f 


Second Reading deferred till Thursday next. 
Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





COMMONS :—WEDNESDAY, 26TH JUNE, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Glasgow and South-Western Railway Bill a amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time ... 


West Ham Corporation Bill—As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that 
the Bill be now read the third time. —(Mr. Caldwel’.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed 


London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Railway ienatemeaae 
Bili—‘For the Abandonment of the London, Walthamstow, and Epping 
Forest Railway ; and for other purposes, ” read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Pier and Harbour saiinmmages eauner 0 2) B apaeimnnen the third 
time, and passed ‘ 
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PETITIONS. 


Education (Scotland) Bill—Petitions against, from Kirkintilloch ; Glasgow ; 


and Clydebank ; to lie upon the Table .. 1205 
Education (Scotland) Bill—Petitions for alteration, from Govan, and 

Greenock ; to lie upon the Table... a .. 1205 
Factories and hid ope oe from South Kensington, against ; 

to lie upon the Table .. - 1205 
Licensed Premises (Hours of Sale) raed Bill—Petition from 

Bowling, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... . .-- 1206 
Licensing Acts Amendment irre Bill—Petition from Bowling, in 

favour ; to lie upon the Table ee os sine Sei ... 1206 
LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING LiQquoRS)—Two Petitions from Milford 

Haven, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table a e ... 1206 
Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) remnants: ee 

from Leith, in favour; to lie upon the Table ; . 1206 
Public Houses (Scotland) Later neo Bill—Petition from sta 

in favour; to lie upon the Table _... . 1206 
Sale of Intoxicating er on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 

Havant ; Warsash ; and Lichfield ; to lie upon the Table .. i .- 1206 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill and Sale of Intoxicating 

Liquors (Ireland) er Petitions from Milford Haven, in favour ; 

to lie upon the Table . a son a : xs a .. 1206 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions against 
from Doncaster (two); West Hartlepool; and Hartlepool ; to lie upon 
the Table. Petitions in favour, from Leicester (five) ; Tedburn St. Mary 
(two); Uffeulme; Cheadle; Quarrington Hill; Page Bank ; Saltford ; 
Rhydfelen; Treforest; Porth; Clutton; Maidstone (two); Litcham ; 
Temple Cloud; Warblington; Pentre; Rhosymedre; Cheshire; Keyn- 
sham; Bontuchel; Aston; Renton; Lutterworth; Mount Sorrell; 
Sheffield (two) ; Bowling ; Sandford ; Yarnscombe ; Helensburgh ; Merthyr 
Tydfil; Brighton; Llanwnda; Elland; Upper Gornal (three); Abery- 
stwith ; Brecon; Brynmawr; Beaufort; Braintree ; Hartlepool (eight) ; 
Rishton ; Cowling ; Keighley (four) ; West Hartlepool (two) ; Holbeach ; 
London; Wellington; Kelvedon; Jedburgh; Bovey Tracey; Denton 
(five) ; Rugby ; C “Folkestone ; West Ham; Birmingham; Haggerston ; 
New Winchester ; Mexborough ; Doncaster (five) ; Bristol (five) ; Hols. 
worthy (two) ; Ham Street ; Shefford ; ; Newbury ; Chillaton ; ; Okehampton ; 
Yelverton ; Whitchurch ; Lydford ; "Tavistock (four ; Mill Hill; Bury ; 
Broad Park ; Zoar ; Burtle ; Highbridge ; Weston- super-Mare ; and 
Liverpool ; to lie upon the Table... ‘es rot Se shi ... 1206 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No! 2) Bill and Sunday 
Closin, ing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Putford ; 
Black To 


rrington ; and Sheepwash ; to lie upon the Table ar . 1207 
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Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions 
against, from Leith ; Kirriemuir ; and Cumnock ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Leith (two); Bowling; Cardross; Row; 
Helensburgh ; Clydebank ; Hamilton ; Banff ; Oban ; Monikie ; Rattray ; 
Glasgow ; Maybele ; Greenock ; Kinellar : and F intray ; to lie upon the 
Table Sb es pan a = oi sis 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Leicester ; Heath Town ; Liverpool ; Birkenhead ; Newport (Monmouth- 
shire) (two); Netherfield; Quarrington Hill; Saltford; Tedburn St. 
Mary; Okehampton (two); Cheadle; Rhydfelen; Treforest ; Stone 
Allerton ; Weare ; Hackney ; Page Bank; Havant ; Weston-super-Mare 
(two); Eastleigh; Pentre Broughton; Rhosymedre; Sheffield (two) ; 
Peasedown ; Keynsham ; Bontuchel ; Kendal; Clifton; Mount Sorrell ; 
Bowling ; Whittington Moor; Trelowth; Great Torrington; Peters 
Marland ; Yarnscombe ; Bradford; Langtree; Shebbear ; Stebb Cross ; 
Sandford ; Ashton; Glasgow; Nottingham; Hartlepool; Oakworth ; 
Bogthorn ; Keighley (three) ; Aberystwith ; Caistor ; Brecon ; Brynmaur ; 
Beaufort ; Saracen’s Head; Woodbridge; Ayr; Perth (two); Rugby ; 
Worcester ; Hightown ; Lichfield; Bovey Tracey ; Saltburn-by-theSea ; 

e _ Radstock ; Hyde ; Coate ; Doncaster (two) ; Hockley ; Risca ; Mexborough ; 
Silvertown ; Croydon (three); Highworth; Bristol (three); Bramley ; 
Exmouth ; Shrewsbury ; Manchester; Oxford; Beenham; Shefford ; 
Bagshot ; Lambourne ; Stroud Green; Tavistock; Leeds; New Wortley 
(three) ; ’Holsw Aine ” South Marston ; and Highbridge ; to lie upon the 
Table : ‘i ms ae is iste “a oo a 


Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Llanwnda; Rhydfelen; Treforest ; Brecon ; and Aberyst- 
wyth ; to lie upon the Table... ia oa ts a = 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY SOCIETIES—Accounts presented, showing 
the Interest accrued in respect of the Securities standing in the names of 
the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt to the credit 
of the Post Office Savings Banks Fund for the year ended 31st December, 
1899, and of the Fund for the Banks for Savings and the Fund for 
Friendly Societies for the year ended 20th Nov ember, 1899 [by —_ ; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed) [No. 238.]... ‘ 


EXPLOSIVE EsS—Copy presented, of Twenty-fourth Annual Report of Her 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Explosives, a? for the seiiiciba 1899 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Water Orders Confirmation Bill.”—(J/r. Litchie.) 

Copy tegen ney s to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 239.].. ee Sis ins sls is is ” 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Extension Bill—[Tuirp ReapineG] 
-——Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 
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DISCUSSION :-— 


Mr. H. S. Foster (Suffolk, 

Lowestoft) oes ... 1209 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester). . 1211 
Mr. Grant Lawson (York- 


shire, N.Rt., Thirsk) — ... 1213 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, 
Thanet) .. 1215 


Mr. Galloway y (Manchester, 
SW) .. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


amended (by t 


Amendment proposed— 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
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Page 
Mr. Gedge (Walsall)... 1218 
Capt. Pretyman (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) ... 1220 


Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, S.) 1223 
Col. Kenyon-Slaney (Shropshire, 


Newport) ne wis ... 1224 
Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk 
Burghs) die es ..» 1225 


Merchant xy, aay (Liability of Shipowners and others) Bill—<As 


e Standing Committee), further considered. 


“In page 1, line 15, to leave out the words ‘without their actual fault or 


privity.’ ”’—(Mr. Caldwet il.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 


of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Chas. McArthur ve 
pool Exchange) . . 122 
Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork)... 122 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


The Solicitor-General (Sir Edward 
Carson, Dublin University) ... 1227 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 1228 


“ In page 1, line 19, to leave out from the words ‘tonnage of,’ to the word 
‘ power, -in line 24, inclusiv e, and insert the words ‘ such vessel or vessels,’ 


instead thereof. (Mr. Maurice Healy). 


Question proposed, 2 a the words from the words ‘ tonnage of,’ to the 
word trading,’ in line 22, stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Chas. McArthur sa P2309 
Mr. Caldwell, Lanarkshire, 
Mid .. 1231 
Mr. Warr ‘(Liver -pool, East 
Toxteth) ... . 1232 
Mr. Provand (Glas gor, 
Blackfriars). 1234 


Mr. Platt- er (Salford, 
N.) 


Amendment proposed— 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ... 1235 


Sir Edward Carson... 1235 
Sir William Houldsworth, Man- 
chester, N.W.) . 1236 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick)... 1237 
Mr. Maurice Healy... ... 1237 
Sir Edward Carson... ... 1237 


“In Clause 2, page 1, line 22, to leave out the words ‘trading to or from’ 
in order to insert the word ‘ within.’ ”__(Mr. Charles McArthur.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘trading to or from’ stand part of 


the Clause.” 


exliv 
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TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
DISCUSSION — 
Mr. Maurice Healy ... 1239 Mr. T. M. Healy 
Mr. Warr ... phi ... 1240 Sir Edward Carson ; 
Mr. Caldwell a ... 1240 Mr. Edmund Robertson ... 
Mr. Platt-Higgins ... ... 1240 


Amendment agreed to— 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn clause 2, page 1, line 24, after the word ‘ power’ to insert the words ‘A 
ship shall not be deemed to have been within the area over which a harbour 
pe. thera or a conservancy authority performs any duty, or exercises any 
powers, by reason only that it has taken shelter within or passed through ond 
area on a voyage between two places both situate outside that area.’ ”—(Mr. 
Charles McArthur.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


* After the words last inserted, to add the words ‘or that it has loaded 
or unloaded mails or passengers within that area.’”—(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Provand es ... 1245 Sir Charles Cayner (Barrow-in- 
Mr. Caldwell ies ... 1246 Furness) “a i bis 
Mr. Charles McArthur... 1247 Mr. C. H. Wilson (Hull, W.) ... 
Mr. Field ... ae ... 1248 Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, W.)" 
Mr. T. M. Healy ... ... 1248 Sir Edward Carson 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 2, page 2, line 4, to leave out Sub-section (3).”—(Mr. Edmund 
Robertson.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 3 stand part of the clause.” 
Sir Edward Carson ... 1253 Mr. Charles McArthur ... 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
To insert as a separate clause at the end of Sub-section 6 :— 
“Provided that nothing in this section shall impose any liability in respect 
of any such loss or damage on any such owners or authority in any case where 
no such liability would have existed if this Act had not passed.”—(Mr. 
Maurice Healy.) 
Amendment agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Midwives Bill—Order for Consideration, as amended (by the Standing 


Committee), read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now 
considered.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months.’”—(Mr. Boscawen.) 
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Question proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the 
Question.” 
Discussion :— 
Col. Milward (Warwickshire, Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, 
Stratford-on- Avon) ... 1256 Partick) pee 1259 
Sir John Tuke (Edinburgh, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
St. Andrew's University) 1258 Ilkeston) ag 1260 
Dr. Farquharson pubaisasd Mr. Heywood Johnstone € (Susser, 
shire, W.) ot . 1259 Horsham)... . 1261 


It being half-past Five of the clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


Highways and Bridges Act (1891) Amendment Bill — Considered in 


Committee. 
Clause 2 :— 
Question again proposed, “ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


Motion made, and Question, “That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again’ —(Mr. Jonathan Samuel.)—put, and agreed to. 


Committee Report Progress ; to sit again upon Wednesday next - 1261 


Steam Engines and Boilers (Persons in Charge) Bill—Order for Second 
Reading read, and discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


Shop Hours Acts Amendment Bill—Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn re oS. Jd bes pak te on ws 196 


QUEEN ANNE’S Bounty Boarp—Ordered, That a Select Committee of Five 
Members of this House be appointed to join with a Committee of the 
Lords to consider the constitution of Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, and to 
report whether economy and efficiency of administration would be 
promoted by any change in constitution or by its amalgamation with any 
other body. 


Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lords to acquaint them there- 
with, and to request that their Lordships will be pleased to appoint an 
equal number of Lords to be joined with the Members of this House. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That Three be the quorum.—(Sir William Walrond.) ... ... 1262 


NEW BILL. 


Non-County Boroucus — Bill to amend the Law relating to Non-County 
oe ordered to be brought in by Sir Joseph Leese, Mr. Holland, 
Mr. Oldroyd, Mr. Lyttleton, and Mr. Griffith-Boscawen. 


Non-Count Boroughs Bill— “To amend the Law relating to Non-County 
Boroughs,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 9th July, and to be printed. [Bill 270.) ... 1262 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill—Reported, without 


Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]. Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill to be read the third time To-morrow ... 25 = ... 1263 


Electric coe | Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]. Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill to be read the third time To-morrow ... vis ; ooo 1268 


‘Private Bits (Group J)—Ordered, That Walter Edward Henry Dowling, 
and the Reverend Charles Augustus Leveson, and Samuel Whitley Basil 
do attend the Committee on Group J of Private Bill To-morrow, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock. ... wal = - er aig .oe 1263 


Scarborough Corporation Bill—Reported from the Select Committee on 
Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills (Sections B), with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Taunton Corporation Bill—Reported from Select Committee on Police and 
Sanitary Regulations Bills (Section B), with Amendments ; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—RECENT NEws—On the Motion for 
Adjournment—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford)... be ‘ee oa a ree es via 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six of the clock. 


LORDS: THURSDAY, 28TH JUNE, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Halifax Corporation Bill; West Bromwich Corporation Bill; Reports of 
Her Majesty’s Attorney General received, and ordered to lie on the Table 1265 


Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway Bill [H.L.]; Costa Rica Railway 
Company, Limited, Bill ; Christchurch and Bournemouth Tramways 
Bill—-Committed aoe oy no bac ee oe ut wo» 12965 


Blackpool, St. Anne’s, and Lytham Tramways Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Committed. The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection... re pits on .-. 1265 


Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway Bill |1.L.]—Reported with Amendments 1265 
Bedford Gas Bill—Keported without Amendment _... wis is ... 1265 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.]—Report from the 
Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders made on 18th June and 
Friday last discharged, and Bill committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next hie sate an oe 7 as .- 1265 


Mountain Ash Water Bill [1.L.]—Commons Amendments considered and ) 
agreed to, with Amendments ; and Bill returned to the Commons woe 1265 
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Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [u.L.]; Paignton Urban District 
Water Bill [H.L.]|—Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to... 1265 

Roe’s Patent Bill [u.1.]—Read 2+ as on 53 ‘ad ed ... 1266 


Manchester Corporation eseanttieasie Bill ba L. ih Read 34, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons .. . ati ms as ... 1266 


Hamilton Burgh Bill--Read 3%, with the Amendments, and pens and 
returned to the Commons _... . 1266 


Newry, Keady, and Tynan Light Railway Bill—Standing Order No. 93 
considered (according to Order), and dispensed with, with respect to a 
Petition of the Promoters of the Kingscourt, Keady, and ee on 
Company Bill. Leave given to present the said Petition .. . 1266 


Oldham Corporation Bill; West Ham Corporation Bill—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1“ and referred to the Examiners.. : : «oo 1266 


Brewery and Commercial Investment Trust, Limited, Bill [H.L.]; 
Bristol Water Bill [H.1. 1} Commercial Union Assurance ‘Company Bill 
[H.L.]; Milford Docks Bill [H.L.]|—Returned from the Commons ayreed to 1266 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [1.1. ai -Returned from the 
Commons agreed to, with an Amendment ... iy. at eS sen TZ66 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local 
‘Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Read 3° (according to 
Order), with the Amendments ; and passed, and returned to the Commons 1266 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill— House in Committee 
(according to Order). Bill reported without amendment. Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3“ To-morrow ... ae ... 1266 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill [1.1.] 
—Amendments reported (according to Order). and Bill to be read 3* 
To-morrow... a a ea ae A a, Sg ... 1266 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes). Bill. (No. 140); Local Government Provisional Order 
(Housing of Working Classes) Bill. (No. 141) ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill. (No. 142); Pier and Harbour Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 2) Bill. (No. 143)—Brought from the Commons ; 
read 1“; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners ... a oo 1967 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Sourn ArricA—Telegrams respecting ere accommodation for the troops 





in South Africa tet 7 ‘ ‘is oes wk aus w-- 1267 
BoarD oF EpucatTion—Draft Order in Council constituting a Consultative 
Committee of the Board of Education rr sits a8 _ .-- 1267 


ExpLosives—Twenty-fourth Annual Report of Her pansies er of 
Explosives... baie Kos ap ve aes 1267 


TrapE Reports—I. Annual Series : No. 2463, Honduras ; No. 2464, Mexico 
(the State of Sonora) ; No. 2465, United States (Porto Rico) ; No. 2466, 
Venezuela (Caracas and District); No. 2467, China (Samshui). II. 
Miscellaneous Series: No. 530, Brazil (Report on the State of Amazonas). 1267 
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InpiA (RAtLwAys)—Administration Report on the railways in India for 
1899-1900. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Lunacy (ScoTLanp)—General rules for the government of the asylum 
situate at Kirklands, in the County of Lanark as re ‘ 


Savincs BANKS AND FRIENDLY Societies (Post OFFICE SAviINGs BANKS 
Funp) (Savincs Banks FunD) (FRIENDLY SociETIES FunND)—Accounts 
for the year ended 31st December, 1899. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table... ma si ‘ 


PETITIONS. 


Commonwealth of Australia Constitution Bill—Petitions for amend- 
ment of ; of Bank of New South Wales ; Commercial Banking Company 
of Sydney ; City Bank of Sydney; and Trustees of Savings Bank of 
New South Wales ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table... sae és 


QUEEN ANNE'S Bounty BoarD—Message from the Commons that they have 
appointed a Committee to consist of five Members, to join with a Com- 
mittee of the Lords to consider the constitution of Queen Anne’s Bounty 
Board, and to report whether economy and efficiency of administration 
would be promoted by any change in its constitution or by its amalga- 
mation with any other body, and to request that their Lordships will be 
pleased to appoint an equal number of Lords to be joined with the 
Members of that House a ‘ ‘ sah ai ; 


SECRETARIES TO IRISH County Counctts—The Earl of Arran 


Cutna-—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—RECENT NeEws—Question, The Earl of 
Kimberley ; Answer, The Prime Minister and Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... oe a 


Land Registry (New Buildings) Bill—Read 2* (according to Order) and 


committed. 


Burial Authorities (Cremation) Bill—Order for the House to go into 
Committee read. 


The Marquess of Salisbury... 1269 Lord Monkswell... 
House in Committee (according to Order.) 
Clause 1 :— 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 1, page 1, line 5, to leave out ‘Burial Authorities (Cremation),’ 


and to insert ‘Cremation.’’ 
The Earl of Kimberley... 1270 Lord Belper 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 


Amendments moved— 


“In Clause 2, page 1, line 7, to leave out after ‘burial authority’ to end of 
clause and to insert ‘shall mean any burial board, any council, committee or 
other local authority having the powers and duties of a burial board, and any 
local authority maintaining a cemetery under the Public Health (Interments) 
Act, 1879, or under any Local Act’; and in e 1, after line 9, to insert ‘The 
expression ‘crematorium’ shall mean any building fitted with appliances for the 
burning of human remains.’ ”—(Lord Belper.) 
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Amendments agreed to. 

Clause 2 as amended, agreed to. 

Clause 3 amended, and agreed to. 

Clause 4 :— 

Moved, “ That Clause 4 be omitted.”—(Lord Belper.) 

Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 5 amended, and agreed to. 

Clause 6 :— 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 6, line 6, to leave out ‘in such place.’ ”—(Lord Belper.) 
Lord Monkswell ... os Meee Lord Belper... ous .. 1271 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 6, page 2, to leave out ‘liable’ to ‘ pounds’ in line 15, and to 
insert ‘to imprisonment with or without hard labour not exceeding two years.’” 
—(Lord Belper.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 7 and 8 amended, and agreed to. 


Amendment moved— 


“To insert as a new clause :—‘On the commencement of this Act any 
provision of any local and personal Act for a like purpose as this Act and any 
bye-laws or regulations made thereunder shall, so far as they relate to that 


purpose, cease to be in operation.’ ”—(Lord Belper.) 
Lord Monkswell ... soo 3292 Lord Belper... ia ... 1372 


New clause agreed to. 


Other Amendments agreed to; Bill recommitted to the Standing 
Committee ; and to be printed as amended. (No. 137.) 


Prevention of Corruption Bill [H.L.|—House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


Lord Russell of Killowen ... sek en si sh ~ eve 1273 
Amendments proposed by the Select Committee, agreed to. 
Moved, “ That the Standing Committee be negatived.”—(Lord Russell of 
Killowen.) 
The Lord Chancellor (The Lord Russell of Killowen ... 1273 
Earl of Halsbury) ... 1273 


On Question, agreed to ; the Report of Amendments to be received 
To-morrow. 


Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill—Order of the Day for the Second 


Reading read. 
Lord James of Hereford ... aoe sen she — uate we 1274 


Bill read 2%, and committed to a Committee of the whole House on 
Monday next. 
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June 28.} Page 
Colonial Solicitors Bill [Seconp Reavinc]—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 
The Earl of Halsbury . 1279 
Bill read 2%, and committed to a Committee of the whole House 
To-morrow. 
Lunacy Regulation (Ireland) Bill—Amendments oman niin to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3° on Thursday next yea .» 1279 
Volunteers Bill [H.L.]—House in Committee (on re-commitment) (according 
to Order). 
Clause agreed to. 
Clause 2 :— 
Amendment moved — 
“In Clause 2, page 1, lines 10 and 11, to leave out ‘to one or both of the 
following liahilities.’”—(Lord Monk:swell.) 
The Secretary of State for The Earl of Kimberley ... . 1283 
War (The Marquess of Lord Heneage . 1284 
Lansdowne) _ .» 1281 
On Question, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause,” 
Their Lordships divided :—Contents, 67 ; Not Contents, 27. 
Bill reported without further amendment. The Report of Amendments 
made in Committee of the whole House and in the Standing Committee to 
be received To-morrow. 
Military Lands Bill {4.L.]|—Amendments reported (according to Order). 
Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 1, page 1, line 5, to leave out ‘or the council of any county or 
borough.’ ”’—(Lord Heneage.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 1287 Lord Tweedmouth -» 1292 
The Earl of Dartmouth ... 1291 The Earl of Wemyss ... 1292 
The Earl of Kimberley... 1291 The Marquess of Lansdowne . 1292 
Amendment, by leave of the House withdrawn. 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Earl of Neath... ... 1293 The Earl of Kimberley .. .- 1296 
The Marquess of Lansdowne 1294 The Chairman of Committee (The 
Lord Thring sit -- 1295 Earl of Morley) wo» 1297 
Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 
Ancient Monuments Protection Bill—Amendments ies rugay Cae 
to Order), and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. : we 1297 


Reserve Forces Bill [H.L.] ; Military Maneeuvres Bill [H.L.]—Read 3° 
—- to Order) ; Amendments made ; Bills passed, and sent to the 
ommons = " i mn ibe 5a ies 
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Poor Removal Bill—House in Committee (according to Order). 
Clause 1 :— 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 1, line 2, after (‘ England’) to insert (‘of which five years not 
less than one year shall have been continuously in the parish or union in which 
he applies for relief.’ ”)—(Lord Avebury.) 


Lord Harris ve ... 1298 Earl Spencer 
Lord Clonbrock ... ... 1299 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 1 to insert as a new clause: ‘ Upon an application for removal 
of a pauper to Ireland, the justices or magistrates hearing such application shall, 
if the pauper shall assert that he has resided continuously in England for five 
years without relief require such evidence in corroboration of such assertion to 
be furnished as they or he may deem sufficient, and in the event of no satisfac- 
tory evidence in corroboration being furnished, or on being satisfied that the 
board of guardians applying for the order of removal has made proper enquiries 
but has failed to obtain such corroborative evidence as aforesaid, such justices 
or magistrates shall make such order as they or he would have made had this 
Act not been passed.” —(Lord Avebury.) 


Lord Harris es «0s 1900 Lord Clonbrock ... 
The Earl of Kimberley... 1301 


Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Bill reported, without amendment; and recommitted to the Standing 
Committee. 


Union of Benefices Act, 1860, Amendment Bill [H.L.|—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order). Bill reported without Amendment; and 
recommitted to the Standing Committee... es ans asi Han 


Merchant — (Liability of Shipowners and Others) Bill [No. 138] 
—Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Extension Bill [No. 139]. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1‘; and to be printed ... “ve ind 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—BOER PRISONERS AT ST. HELENA—Question, the Earl 


Page 


. 1301 


1302 


1302 


of Mayo; Answer, the Marquess of Lansdowne _... = oF --- 1302 


House adjourned at half-past Seven of the clock. 





COMMONS: THURSDAY, 28TH JUNE, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


London (Clerkenwell and Holborn) Provisional Order Bill (By 
Order)—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read the 
third time.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal The Under Secretary of State for 
Green, SW.) ... .-- 1303 the Home Department (Mr. 
Jesse Collings, Birmingham, 
Bordesly) 


Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


PRIVATE BILis [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bill, inns in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with viz. :—Walsall Corporation 
Bill [Lords] ; Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Birmingham Corporation _— - user wees the third wits and 
passed, without amendment . . 


Scottish American Investment Company Bill [Lords]. (By Order)— 
Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment _... ae ‘a 


South Eastern Railway Bill [Lords]—As amended, considered ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third time : 


Electric Lighting ieee ee —_ ” nda the third time 


and passed 


London ( ee) ‘taeda — _ [By ss gcnheremiae the third 


time, and passed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 10) seein amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time To-morrow ‘ 


London (St. Luke’s) Provisional Order Bill [By Order}; London 
(Southwark) Provisiona! Order Bill 7 er Read a second o— 
and committed 


Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill (Lords]—Ordered, That the Minutes 
of Evidence and Proceedings given before the Committee on the Barry 
Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill, 1898, be referred to the Committee on the 
above-named Bill.—(M/r. Caldwell): us ai sie és 


Muirkirk, Mauchline, and Dalmellington Railways (Abandonment) 
Bill (Lords]—Report [26th June] from the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders read. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time. e— (alr 
Caldwell) . ; ‘ 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments {Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie a the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow a 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders .confirmed]; Report to lie — the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered To-morrow 
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Electric Power Bills—Sir James Kitson reported from the Select Com- 
mittee on Electric Power Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Tuesday next, at half — Eleven of the 
clock. Report to lie upon the Table Wi ‘s oad ‘ 


Dublin Corporation Bill and Clontarf Urban District Council Bill 
secs Committee ]—Ordered that George G. N. M‘Murdo and James W. 
rury do attend the Joint Committee on the Dublin Corporation Bill 

and the Clontarf Urban District Council Bill on Tuesday next, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock, and remain in attendance during the proceedings 

of the Committee sek éa Bas a 


PrivATE Bitts (GRoup D)—Mr. HARGREAVES Brown reported from the 
Committee on Group D of Private Bills ; That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned till Tuesday next, at Twelve of the 
clock. Report to lie upon the Table ee ae or ‘ 


MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDS—That they have agreed to—Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Order (No, 1) Bill, Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 3) Bill, Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill, 
without amendment. 


That’ they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Acts, 1870, relating to East Surrey Water, 
Hayling Water, Maidenhead Water, Sevenoaks Water, South-West 
Suburban Water, and Tonbridge Water.” Water Orders Confirmation 
Bill [Lords] 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to authorise the Corporation of 
Manchester to construct additional tramways in and near the city, and to 
confer further powers upon the Corporation and neighbouring authorities 
in respect of tramways within and beyond the city; and for other 
purposes.” Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords] 


Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]—Read the first time ; referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 271) 


Manchester Corporation Tramways Bill a the first time ; 
and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


PETITIONS. 


Colonial Marriages (Deceased Wife’s Sister) Bill—Petition of the Agents 
General for the Cape, Natal, New Zealand, Tasmania, and the Australian 
Colonies, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. 


Education (Scotland) — from pant in favour; to lie upon 
the Table é' . , nse 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOxicaTING Liquors)—Petition from Milford Haven, 
for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table x 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on sessed ay ais from eee in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table . . 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill, and Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors (Ireland) Bill—Petition from Milford meer in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table sdk x oa pas : 
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Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in favour 
from Hambleden ; Fulham; Marylebone ; Watford ; Westminster ; 
Shepherd’s Bush ; Grosvenor Square ; Oxford Street (two) ; Bristol 
(three) ; Chelsea (two) : Glyncorrwg ; Ayr; Fowlmere ; Stafford ; Stoke- 
upon-Trent ; Wakefield; Scramerston ; Norham; Renishaw ; Bunhill 
Fields ; Coventry ; Tweedmouth ; Rugby : Llanarthney ; South Bristol ; 

Hull (three) ; Radcliffe (two) ; Wolverhampton; Wykefield ; Mossley ; 
West Cornforth ; Kelloe ; New Malden ; Dukinfield ; Stalybridge omat 
Sheffield : Hexham ; and Wigan ; to lie upon the Table ... . 1311 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Watch- 
field ; Harringay ; Hinckley ; New Whittington; Renishaw ; Coventry ; 
Llanarthney ; Stalybridge (two) ; Corbridge ; Ramsgate ; Margate ; 
Dukinfield ; Bassaleg ; Mynyddislwyn yn; Newport (Mon.); West Corn- 
forth ; Kelloe; Weston- -super-Mare ; Bristol ; Abbey Road; Redditch ; 
Lancaster ; Heath Town ; and Wigan ; to lie upon the Table _... .- 1311 


Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment _ Petition from 


Llanarthney, in favour ; to lie upon the Table __... .. 1312 


RETURNS, REPORTS, cc. 


Soutu ArFricAN War (HospiraL ACCOMMODATION)—Copy presented, of Tele- 
grams respecting Hospital Accommodation for the Troops in South Africa 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table oe oe = xs .-- 1312 


East INnpiA (RatLwAys)—Copy presented, of Administration Report on 
the Railways in India in 1899-1900, by F. R. Upcott, Esquire, C.S.L., 
Secretary to the Government of India, Public Works secaaaniig Rail- 
ways [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table iis . . 1312 


BoarD OF EpucATION—Copy presented, of Draft Order in Council consti- 
tuting a Consultative Committee of the Board of Education [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table a9 ba i a se .- 1312 


FisHERY BoarD (ScOTLAND)—Copy presented, of Eighteenth Annual Report 
of the Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the year 1899. Part IIL. 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table see se ‘as vr vs Lae 


LUNACY (SCOTLAND)—Copy presented, of General Rules for the government 
of the Asylum situated at Kirklands, in the Aestgied of Lanark [by me 
to lie upon the Table ... yi ap : . 1312 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2463 to 2467 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table... nls oe ass ae re ss ... 1312 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES)—Copy presented, of oor 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 530 [by Command] ; 
lie upon the Table... one sod és es sie see + 1312 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY EstiMaTE, 1900-1901)—Copy presented, of Supple- 
mentary Estimate of the additional amount required in the year ending 
31st March, 1901, for expenditure in respect of Army Medical Establish. 
ments [by Command]; referred to the Committee of Supply, and to be 
printed. [No. 240.] .. es ‘ie ie ; . 1313 
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QUESTIONS. 


South AFRICAN WaAr—HospPiTAL ARRANGEMENTS AT THE FRONT—MR. 
Burvett-Covutts’ CHARGES—Questions, Mr. James Lowther (Kent, 
Thanet), Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), Mr. Paulton (Durham, Bishop Auck- 
land), Col. Lockwood (Essex, Epping), Capt. Norton (Newington, W.), 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), and Mr. Burdett-Coutts 
(Westminster) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. 
Wyndham, Dover), and The First Lord of the Treasur ~ - A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) . 1313: 


War Funps ComMITTEE’s RECOMMENDATIONS—Question, Mr. Kearley 
(Devonport) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour... a “ af --- 1319 


Number OF ARMED Forces IN SouTH AFRICA—Question, Mr. John Ellis 
(Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... ne sae loae 


RELEASED BRITISH iliac Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S$.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham née ; sie ae sad Se ... 1320 


RooDEVAL ENGAGEMENT, 7TH JU sellers Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... vie ik ~ an oi rs sa ... 1321 


INOCULATION OF TROOPS AGAINST FEVER. —Question, Mr. J. A. Pease (North- 
umberland, Tyneside) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 3 wa «. 1322! 


Bork WAR OF 1881—MEDALS—Question, General Russell (Cheltenham) ; 
Answer, Mr Wyndham se sti ros nn of vie ... 1322 








ORANGE FREE STATE—PROCLAMATION AS TO REBELS id 
Answer, The aan of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, . 3 aa - bei aa ae on el wn, Oe 


RESUMPTION OF INDUSTRIAL OCCUPATIONS IN THE TRANSVAAL—Question, 
Mr Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ea hs ... 1323 


ALDERSHOT MANCUVRES— HEAT CASUALTIES Col. Dalbiac 
(Camberwell, N.) and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... 1324 








RESERVE REGIMENT OF LANCERS AT BALLINCOLLIG — Question, Lord 
Willoughby de einai annie PeenTnen ; Answer, Mr. Wynd- 
ham... . 1325 


AIDES-DE-CAMP AND REGIMENTAL Duty—Question, Col. Welby scapand 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham sia das a i si ‘ ... 1325 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ OUTFIT ALLOWANCES—Questions, Col. Dalbiac and 
Col. Price-Jones (Montgomery Boroughs) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham... 1326 


VOLUNTEER CAMPS—MEDICAL OFFICERS—Question, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Sheftield, Central) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham os — cs .-+ 1827 


VoLUNTEER CAMPS—ALLOWANCES—COoMPOSITE REGIMENTS—Question, Sir 
Howard Vincent ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham a vr ‘8 .. 1327 


Unper-AGE Recrurrs—Case or Peter WatsH—Answers, Capt. Donelan 
(Cork, E.) and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham we. 1327 
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Navy—WateER TuBE BorLeERs—H.M.S. TrerrisLeE—Questions, Sir Fortescue 
Flannery (Yorkshire, W.R., Shipley) and Mr. Allan (Gateshead) : 
Answers, The First Lord of ‘the re a. Goschen, St. eer 
Hanover Square) i 





BELLEVILLE BoiILERS—Questions, Mr. Arnold Foster (Belfast, bagi and Mr. 
Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answers, Mr. Goschen a 


BREAKDOWN OF H.M.S. “ HERMES ”—Questions, Sir Fortescue Flannery and 
Mr. Allan ; Answers, Mr. Goschen ... 6 an _ ah . 


Navy CHAPLAINS ON THE NoRTH AMERICAN AND WEST INDIAN STATIONS— 
Questions, Mr. Peel (Manchester, ad and Mr. T. M. atied satan 1 
Answers, Mr. Goschen ‘ 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK—RECENT OPERATIONS—TIENTSIN AND 
PEKING—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman ; Answer, The Under- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


INDIAN Troops FOR CHINA SERVICE—Question, Mr. sie ene: 
tonshire, E.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ve i‘ 


INDIAN ADMINISTRATION—SEPARATION OF JUDICIAL AND EXECUTIVE FuNc- 
TIONS—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Boroughs); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


JAMAICA FRUIT AND MAIL STEAMSHIP SERVICE—Question, Sir J. Fergusson 
(Manchester, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain... op A : 


ASHANTI—INVESTMENT OF COOMASSIE—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Glouces- 
tershire, Forest of Dean); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain . 


THE W Questions, Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, ee and Mr. 
Hedder viii (Ww ‘ick Burghs) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 





NORTHERN MACEDONIA—BRITISH CONSULAR onagtiiareants Mr. Stevenson 
(Suffolk, Eye) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ‘ag ie ne y 


REMOVAL OF GRAVEL FROM GREYSTONES—Questions, Mr. James O’Connor 
(Wicklow, W.) and Mr. Flavin ; Answers, The President of the Board of 
Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ; . ‘ 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS REGULATIONS—Question, Mr. Warr (Liverpool, East 
Toxteth) ; Answer, the Chancellor of the E —— aoa M. Hicks-Beach, 
Bristol, W.)_.. : 


Crown Quit RENTS tN IRELAND—Question, Mr. O’Keefe (Limerick) ; Answer, 
Sir M. Hicks-Beach ie a és aide id ee a 


PENNY-IN-THE-SLOT MACHINES—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, the Secretary 
of State for the Home er ima M. White- te-Ridley, Lancashire, 
Blackpool) 


SMALL TENEMENTS—SUMMARY PowERS OF EVICTION—COMMUNICATION TO 
LonDON MAGISTRATES—Question, Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal Green, S.W.) : 
Answer, Sir M. White-Ridley : svi ia wi ne e 


STANDARDS FOR MILK, CREAM, BUTTER, AND CHEESE—Question, Mr. Hedder- 
wick ; Answer, the President of the Board of ecagenen ash Long, 
Liverpool West, Derby) ‘a 
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ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS—EXAMINATIONS IN SHORTHAND—Question, Mr. Yoxall 
(Nottingham, W.); Answer, the Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University ... 1338 
EXPENDITURE ON THE SOUTHALL ScHOOLS—Question, Mr. Spicer (Monmouth 
Boroughs) ; Answer, the President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 
Chaplin, Lines., Sleaford) . rer i vai ast ... 1338 
Sr. PANCRAS PAUPER LUNATICS—IRREGULARITIES OF RELIEVING OFFICERS— 
Question, Mr. John Burns (Battersea) ; Answer, Mr. Chaplin .. 1339 
LocAL GOVERNMENT BoarRD—ASSISTANT LABORATORY ami asics, Mr. 
Yoxall ; Answer, Mr. Chaplin ths ale 5p Ae ... 1340 
LiverPpooL Post OFFICE—TEMPORARY AND PERMANENT STAFF—Question, 
Mr. T. P. O’Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) ; Answer, the Finance Secretary 
to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) “<8 . 1340 
LivereooL P.O.—APPOINTMENTS TO INSPECTORSHIPS OF MESSENGERS— 
Question, Mr. T. P. O’Connor ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury st ... 1341 
BriGHton P.O.—EFFICIENCY BARRIER — CASE OF SIMMONS—Question, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ae ... 1342 
PROMOTION OF ABSTRACTORS—RETENTION OF ALLOWANCES 
Steadman (Tower Hamlets, Stepney); Answer, Mr. Hanbury . 1342 
GREENOCK SCHOOL BoARD—CHILDREN’S PrRIZES—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, 
Buteshire) ; ... 1343 
IkELAND—TENANT PurCHASER, D, ALLEN—Question, Mr. Murnaghan 
(Tyrone, Mid); Answer, The Chief isting for Ireland sara G. W. 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) . 1343 
Unsterk Rate CoLLECTIONS—Question, Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... ids sb, vis sh i ... 1343 
LICENSE TRANSFERS AT Rockcorry PETTY SEsstons—Question, Mr. 
Macaleese (Monaghan, N.) ; Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... ; .-» 1344 
R.LC. JUBILEE Fu sa Capt. Donelan; Answer, Mr. G. W. 
Balfour... ‘ ve ee Bh aes eae at ... 1345 
Lon» LANSDOWNE AND His TENANTS— tian Mr. T. J. Farrell (Kerry, S. )s ; 
Answer, Mr. G. W. Balfour ... : i ch ne ‘in ... 1345 
- Irish Rate Books—Question, Mr. James O’Connor; Answer, Mr. G. W. 
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Critic GOLD ORNAMENTS AND THE British MusEuM—Question, Lord 
Balcarres auc deans sediidaces and Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson ; a be a a 


REDEMPTION OF TITHE RENT CHARGE—Question, Mr. Arthur O'Connor ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson Be ie lie ay oe ; 


West Coast oF IRELAND FISHERIES—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, The 
Vice-President of the Department of Agriculture for Ireland (Mr. 
Plunkett, Dublin County Co., 8.) 


IrIsH SCIENCE TEACHERS’ FEES—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, Mr. Plunkett 


British Musrum BiLL—Question, Mr. Birrell (Fifeshire, W.) and Mr. T. M. 
Healy (Louth, N.) ; Answer , Mr. J. Morley (Montrose Burghs) .. 


BUSINESS OF THE HovusE—Question, Mr. Channing, Sir Fortescue Flannery, 
and Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, Bridgeton); Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.. £5 a ak ai es 


STANDING COMMITTEE (CHAIRMEN’S PANEL)— Mk. ARTHUR O’CONNOR reported 
from the Chairmen’s Panel, That they had appointed Mr. Arthur O’Connor 
to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the consideration 
of Bills relating to Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures, in respect of the Companies Bill; and 
Mr. Laurence Hardy to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for 
the consideration of Bills relating to Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures, in respect of the Money-lending 
Bill [Lords]. Report to lie upon the Table S. ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to the County Surveyors 
(Ireland) Bill and the Naval Reserve (Mobilisation) Bill. 
That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to amend the Reserve 
Forces Act, 1882,” Reserve Forces Bill [Lords]. 
Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to amend the Military Manceuvres Act, 
1879, and to give further facilities for Rifle and Artillery Practice.” 
Military Manceuvres Bill [Lords] ‘ ike 
HospPiTALs (EXEMPTION FROM RaTES)—That they give leave to the Marquess 
of Bristol to attend in order to his being examined as a Witness before 


the Select Committee appointed by this ‘House on Hospitals ree 
from Rates), his Lordship, in his place, consenting : ; ta 


Tithe Rent-charge (Ireland) Bill—[Srconp Reapine]—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Mr. G. W. Balfour. ) 
Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months.’ °—(Mr. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 1380 Mr. Archdale (Fermanagh, N.)... 
Sir William Harcourt (Mon- Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) 
mouthshire, W.)... ... 1890 
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Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present (Mr. 
Flavin, Kerry, N.). House counted, and forty Members being found 





present, 

Mr. Daly . ... 1397 Col. Saunderson (Armagh, Mid) 1404 
Ur. Hubert Lewis (Flint Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) ..- 1408 
Boroughs) : 1398 Mr. Lecky (Dublin Uuiversity) ... 1415 

Mr. William Moore (Antrin, The Attorney-General for Ireland 

N.) 1400 (Mr. Atkinson, sbaeielis 
Mr. Mur naghan (Tyrone, yee vied ... 1418 
Mid)... . 1403 Mr. Thomas Shaw (Haw ick 1425 
Burghs) ie ; .-. 1425 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 175; Noes, 92. (Division List No. 165.) 
Main question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Tuesday next. 


Charitable Loans (Ireland) Bill—As amended, further considered. 
An Amendment made. 
Another Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 29, at the end, to add the words ‘and no higher interest 
than three per centum per annum "shall be charged on any such nete.’ °_(Mr. 
Murnaghan.) 

Question, “That those words be there added,” put, and negatived. 
Other Amendments made. 


Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next ... ae an -- 1431 


County Courts (Investment of Deposits) Bill [Lorps]—Considered in 
Committee ; Committee Report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next 1432 


Customs Duties (Isle of Man) Bill—Considered in Committee, and re- 
ported, without Amendment; to be read the third time upon Monday 
next ... zine aes sas — me en fer an -- 1431 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—As amended (by the Standing Committee) 
considered ; an Amendment made ; Bill read the third time, and passed 1431 


BUSINESS OF THE HovsE—On Motion for Adjournment—Question, Mr. J. A. 
Pease (Northumberland, Tyneside); Answer, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) is ‘ sis . 1432 


South AFRICAN WaAR—HospiITAL ARRANGEMENTS AT THE FRONT—MR. 
Burvett-CouTts’s CHARGES—Question, Mr. J. A. Pease; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ... os oh bk wee aoe oe ae wa 1408 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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PUBLIC BILLS 


DEALT WITH IN VOLUME LXXXIV. 


Those marked thus * are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in the 
last column refer to the page in this volume. “[H.L.]” following title indicates that 
the Bill was originated in the Lords. 





(A.) House or Lorps. 





Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 














Ancient Monuments | —-—— Report, 28 June (1297) 
Protection 
Beer Retailers’andSpirit | —— Read 1¢ 21 June (577) 
Grocers’ Licences 
(Ireland) (No. 2). 
Burial Authorities (Cre- | Lord Monkswell Read 2 18 June (264); 
mation) [H.L. | Committee, 28 June (1269) 
*Burial Grounds ——— Read 1¢ 19 June (416); 
Read 2¢ 26 June (1044) 
Colonial Marriages (De- | Lord Strathcona Committee, 19 June (415) ; 
ceased Wife's Sister) Report, 21 June (602) ; 
[H.L. Read 3¢ 22 June (742) 
Colonial Solicitors _ Read 2 28 June (1279) 
*Colonial Stock [H.L.] | Earl of Halsbury Read 1¢ 25 June (878) 
*Commonwealth of Aus- , Eurl of Selborne Read 1¢ 26 June (1030) 
tralia Constitution 
County Councils (Elec- ; —— Committee, Report, 19 June 
tions) Act (1891) | (415) 
Amendment 
*County Surveyors (Ire- a Read 2¢ 22 June (743); 
land) [H.L. Committee, Report, 25 
June (885); Read 34 26 
June (1058) 
Cruelty to Wild Animals | —— Read 1¢ 21 June (577) 
in Captivity 
District Councillors and | —— Read 1¢ 26 June (1030) 
Guardians (Term of | 
Office) | 
*Ecclesiastical Accounts | -_—— Read 1¢ 19 June (416) 
(Scotland) 
*Imitation of County | Earl of Hulsbury Read 2¢ 22 June (742) 
Court Process [H.L.] 
*Land Registry (New ——— Read 1¢ 19 June (416); 
Buildings) Read 2% 28 June (1269) 
*Lunacy Regulation (Ire- | Lord Ashbourne Report, 28 June (1279) 
land) [H.L. 
Marlaxe re Amend- | Archbishop of Canterbury Read 2 18 June (259); 
ment [H.L. ] Committee, 26 June (1049) 
Merchant Shipping —— Read 1¢ 28 June (1302) 
(Liability of Ship- 
owners and others) 
*Military Lands [u.L.| | Marquess of Lansdowne Committee, 21 June (578) ; 





| ; Report, 28 June (1285) 
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House or Lorps.—cont. 








Title of Bill. | Brought in by ! Progress. 
*Military | Manwuvres | Marquess of Lansdowne Read 2¢ 22 June (742); 
| H.L. ] ' Committee, Report, 25 


| June (883); Read 34 28 
June (1298) 





Militia Ballot [1.L. | Earl of Wemyss Second Reading (adjourned) 
| 25 June (878) 
*Naval Reserve (Mobili- re Read 2 19 June (413); 
sation) _ Committee, Report, 25 
| June (885); Read 3¢ 26 
| | June (1058) 


Read 2 25 June (878); 
Committee, Report, 28 
June (1298) 


*Poor Removal eee eee 


Prevention of Corrup- | Lord [ussell of Killowen | Committee, 28 June (1273) 
tion [H.L. | 
*Railways (Prevention of | Lord James of Hereford Read 1¢ 22 June (740); 
Accidents) Read 2 28 June (1274) 
*Reserve Forces [H.L.] = | Marquess of Lansdowne Read 2¢ 22 June (741); 


Committee, Report, 25 June 

| (883); Read 3¢ 28 June 
(1298) 

Read 1¢ 26 June (1031) 


*Secondary Education | Duke of Devonshire 
[H.L.] 
*Uganda Railway —. | Read 2¢ 21 June (583); 
Committee, Report, Third 
Reading 22 «une (741) 
Union of Benefices Act | Archbishop of Canterbury | Read 2% 25 . June (880); 


[1860], Amendment | Committee, Report, 28 June 
(HLL. ] (1302) 
*Volunteers [H.L. | Marquess of Lansdowne Committee, Report, 21 June 


(577); Re-Committee, 28 
June (1279) 


Workmen’s Compen- ——— Read 1“ 28 June (1302) 
sation Act (1897) | 
Extension 





(B.) Housr or Commons. 














No. | Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
28 | Beer Retailers’ and Spirit , Mr. William Moore | Consideration, Third 
Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) | Reading, 20 June 
(No. 2) | (516) 
252, Boards of Guardians (Magis- Sir F. Flannery Read 1°18 June (408) 
| trates) : 
143 | | Consideration, Third 
-*Burial Grounds | Sir M. White Ridley | Reading, 18 June 
230 |] | (390) ‘ 
266 Burial Grounds (Loans) (Scot- | A/r. J. Morley Read 1° 22 June (795) 
land) 
105 *Charitable Loans (Ireland) | Mr. Atkinson | Consideration, 26 June 


| (1203); 28 June 
| | | (1431) 
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“ aes 


No. 


264 | Colonial Marriages (Deceased 


199 |*Commonwealth of Australia 


216 


239 


108 


98 


149 


| 





| 
| 


| 
| 
| 








| Elections (Hours of Polling on 


; { 
Title of Bill. | 
| 


Brought in by 





Wife’s Sister) | H.L. ] 


Constitution 


*Companies 


*County Courts (Investment of 
Deposits) [H.L. ] 


Cruelty to Wild Animals in 
Captivity 


*Customs Duties (Isle of Man) 





District Councillors and Guard- 
ians (Term of Office) 


*Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scot- 
land) 

Education of the Blind (Scot- 
land) 


Saturdays) 

*Elementary Education 
Executors (Scotland) 
Highways and Bridges Act 

(1891) Amendment 

*Housing of the Working Classes 

Act (1890) Amendment 
*Inebriates Amendment (Scot- 


land) [H.L.] 


Intoxicating Liquors (Local 
Veto) (Ireland) 
Jurors’ Payment 


*Land Charges [H.L.] 
*Land Registry (New Buildings) 


*Larceny Act (1861) Amend- 





ment 





Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Mr. Ritchie 


—— 


Mr. H. D. Greene 


Mr. Hanbury 


Capt. Pretyman 


Mr. A. 
Murray. 

Sir J. Stirling-Max- 
well 

Mr. Flower 


Graham 


Sir John Gorst 
Mr. Thos. Shaw 
Mr. Jeffreys 
Mr. Chaplin 


Mr. Wm. Johnstone 


Sir F. Flannery 





Mr. Akers Douglas 


Sir Robert Finlay 


| Read 2° 





Progress. 


Read 1° 22 June (794) 





Committee, 18 June 
(333) ; Committee, 
Report, 21 June 
(638); Considera- 
tion, Third Reading, 
25 June (923) 

Read 2° 26 June 
(1139) 

Read 2° 18 June 
(401) ; Committee, 
21 June (734); 28 
June (1431) 

14 June 
(127); Committee, 
Report, Third Read- 
ing, 20 June (571) 

Read 1° 18 June 
(333); Read 2° 26 
June (1203) ; Com- 
mittee, Report, 28 
June (1431) 

Second Reading(adjd.) 
18 June(407); Read 
2° 20 June (571) ; 
Committee, Report, 
21. June (735); 
Third Reading, 25 
June (1023) 

Read 5° 18 June (370) 


Read 2°21 June (735) 
Read 1° 14 June (127) 


Read 2° 21 June (667) 

Read 2° 18 June (407) 

Committee, 27 June 
(1261) 

Committee, Report, 
25 June (923) 

Second Reading (ad- 
journed) 18 June 
(401); 21 June 
(adjourned) (734) 

Withdrawn 20 June 
(571) 

Read 1° 18 June(408) 

Consideration, Third 
Reading, 18 June 
(387) 

Committee, Report, 
Third Reading, 18 
June (401) 

Read 1° 22 June (795) 


elxiv Housr or Commons—cond. 








No. | Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 








259 |*Local Government (Ireland) Mr. G. W. Balfour Read 1° 21 June (637) 
260 |*Local Government (Ireland) | Mr. G. W. Balfour | Read 1° 21 June (637) 











(No. 2) | 
3\| Merchant Shipping (Liability | Sir Donald Currie | Consideration, Third 
167f| of Shipowners and others) | Reading, 27 June 
8) | | (1226) 
| Midwives Mr. Tatton Egerton | Consideration,27 June 
ne | (1254) 
156 | Money-Lending [4.L. ] —— | Second Reading (ad- 
| journed) 21 June 
(681) ; Read 2° 26 
| June (1187) 
270 | Non-County Boroughs Sir Joseph Peuse | Read 1° 5 7June (1262) 
261 |*Poor Relief (Ireland) Mr. G. W. Balfour | Read 1° 21 June (638) 
245 | Public Libraries [H.L.] — | Read 1° 14 June (20) 
78 |*Railways (Prevention of Acci- | Mr. Ritchie | Read 3° 21 June (658) 
dents) | 
38 | Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to | Mr. Souttar | Committee, 20 June 
| Children (No. 2) | (570) 
117 | Shop Hours Acts Amendment | Mr. Provand | Withdrawn 27 June 
| (1262) 
77 | Steam Engines and Boilers | Mr. Jonathan Sumuel | Withdrawn 27 June 
(Persons in Charge) | (1262) 
97 |*Tithe Rent-charge (Ireland) Mr. Atkinson | Read 2° 28 June(1354) 
36 | Town Councils (Scotland) Mr. Asher | Consideration, Third 
Residing, 28 June 
(1431) 
238 | Tramways (Ireland) Acts | Mr. Harrington Second Reading (ad- 
Amendment Bill | journed) 26 June 
| (1204) 
269 | Urban District Councils Sir J. W. Maclure Read 1° 26 June 
(1139 
45 | Water Supply Mr. Cornwallis Withdrewn 26 June 
(1204) 
hi | Workmen’s Compensation Act | Mr. Harry Foster Consideration, 20June 
957 || (1897) Extension (525); Read 3’ 27 


| June (1209) 
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THE 


PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITIVUN) 
IN THE 
SEVENTH SESSION or THE TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT oF THE 
Unirep Kinepom or GREAT BRITAIN axp IRELAND, avrowrep 


TO MEET THE 30TH JANUARY 1900, IN THE 63RD YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA. 


SEVENTH VOLUME OF SESSION 1900. 


| 


FARNWORTH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 

Thursday, 14th June, 1900. GAS LIGHT AND COKE, COMMERCIAL 

GAS, AND SOUTH METROPOLITAN 

pe eet ee GAS COMPANIES BILL. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. GREAT BERKHAMPSTEAD WATER 
BILL [Lords]. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


: STONBURY R 2AT r CAG HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION 

es Pre ©) Fm J . v ‘ ve + HL S a al r ro ,¢ fe hla 

‘nape rcxgepgiianaa laa TRAMWAYS (RE-COMMITTED) BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered, and | JARROW AND HEBBURN ELECTRICITY 

agreed to. SUPPLY BILL. 


MENSTONE WATER (TRANSFER) BILL 


DORKING WATER BILL [Lords]. [Lords]. 
FISHGUARD WATER AND GAS BILL MID-KENT WATER BILL. 
[ Lords]. 





As amended, considered; to be read 
Read the third time, and passed, with | the third time. ; 
Amendments. | 
| . 

MANCHESTER SHIP CANAL BILL NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL [Lords. ] 
[Lords]. As amended, considered ; an Amend- 

Queen’s consent signified; read the} ment made; Bill to be read the third 


third time, and passed, with Amendments, | #me. 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY | NEWRY, KEADY, AND TYNAN LIGHT 
BILL. RAILWAY BILL. 


Queen’s consent signified; read the | NEWTUWN AND LLANLLWCHAIARN 


third time, and passed, URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL [Lords]. 
PAIGNTON URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
MOUNTAIN ASH WATER BILL [Lords}. BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with As amended, considered ; to, be read 
Amendments. the third time. 
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3 Petitions. 

PORTLAND URBAN DISTRICT GAS 
BILL. 

SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 


WANDSWORTH AND PUTNEY GAS 
BILL. 
As amended, considered ; 
the third time. 


BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION (STOCK) 


BILL [Lords]. 
SCOTTISH AMERICAN 
COMPANY, LIMITED, BILL {Lords}. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY BILL 


[Lords]. 
WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL [Lords}. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER | 


BILL [Lords]. 


LOCA] GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 


{COMMONS} 


to be read 


INVESTMENT | 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
| (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
| Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; to 
| lie upon the Table. 


| EDUCATION OF THE BLIND 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

' Petition from Dundee, in favour ; to lie 
! upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions against, from Forres; Edin- 
burgh ; Cromarty ; Inverkeithen ; Grange- 
, mouth ; and Bridge of Allan ; to lie upon 
‘the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (VOLUN. 
TARY SCHOOLS). 


Petition from Tranmere, for alteration 
| of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


As amended, considered: to be read! FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. 


the third time to-morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 

AND WATER ORDERS 
MATION BILL [Lords}. 


LONDON (CLERKENWELL AND 
BORN) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


GAS 


LONDON AND ST. KATHERINE DOCKS | 


AND EAST AND WEST INDIA DOCK 
COMPANIES BILL. 


teported, with Amendments: Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL AND 
DOGS REGULATION BILL. 


Petition from Morayshire, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (CATTLE, 
MEAT, AND PRODUCE MARKETS). 
Petition from Daniel Talierman, for 


establishment in London ; to lie upon the , 


Table. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 


Petition from Banff, in favour; to lie! Rochdale; and Leeds ; 
: Table. 
' 


upon the Table. 


CONFIR- 


HOL- 


Petitions against, from Master Bakers 
'of Chelsea; Central Finsbury ; North 
| St. Pancras; Whitechapel; Greenwich ; 
| North Kensington ; and Clapham ; to lie 
‘upon the Table. 

LOOAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from St. Mary Abbotts, Ken- 
'sington, for alteration ; to lie upon the 

| Table. 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT ‘SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 3) BILL. 

Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS 
WOMEN’S DISABILITIES REMOVAL) 
BILL. 
Petition from Uxbridge, in favour; to 
lie upon the Tabie. 


LUNACY BILL. 

Petition from Horncastle, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 

ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 

Petitions against establishment, from 
Kirkealdy ; Dysart; Dundee; Strath- 
_peffer; Dunfermline ; and Dingwall ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING 

ON SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Lumb (two) ; 
to lie upon the 


LIQUORS 


Petitions. 4 
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5 Parliamentary Papers 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 


Petition from Chesterfield, against ; to 


lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Rhosygell ; 
Aberporth; Llanrhystyd ; Llandisilio ; 
Crewkerne ; Orrell; Rhiwfelen ; Llanafan; 
Chard; Llangwyryfon; Marylebone ; 


South Petherton ; Kingsbury ; Working- | 


ton; Hackney; Leyton; Sidcot; Pen- 
bryn; Swansea; Pocklington; Maiden- 
head; Malton; Garndiffaith (three) ; 
Talywain ; Colgate ; Abersychan (three) ; 
Edmonton; Blaenclydach; Ferndale 
(eight); Ystradyfodwg (two); Pentre ; 
Trerhondda Ferndale; Llanfihangel y 
Croyddin ; Gwnnws Upper; Colchester ; 
Cambridge ; Lancaster (three) ; Victoria ; 
Grimesthorpe ; Sheffield; Evenwood ; 
Rochdale ; St. Helens; London; Willesden ; 
Exeter ; Horncastle ; Dewsbury ; Penrhiw; 
Blaenpennal; Llanbadarn; Ffosyffin ; 
Nantycunlle; Blaencefn; Blaenplwyf ; 
Blaencaron; Ceulaumaesmawr; Rhiw- 


bwys; Blaenannerch ; Llanbadarn Fawr ; 
Llanbadarn ‘Trefeglwys; Llanfihangel 


Croyddin; Lledrod ; Aberystwyth; Pen- 
llwyn; New Quay ; Llangeitho ; Lampeter ; 
Abermenrig ; Llanbadarn Fawr (two) ; Clif- 
ton; London (two) ; Paisley (two) ; Garndif- 
faith; Bradford ; Haverfordwest; Pem- 
bury ; Kenchester ; Hackney ; Peckham ; 
Nunhead ; Elland; South Petherton; 
Colgate ; Gravesend (two); Penrhiw ; 
Wetheral; Aberystwyth; Coleshill ; 
Downley ; Windsor; Penboyn ; 


Attercliffe; Leytonstone (three) ; Kes- | 
wick ; Llanbadarn Trefeglwys ; Gwnnws; | 
Wigton (two); Exeter; Nantewnlle ; | 
Blennerhasset ; Llangranog ; Cookham ; 
Chesterfield: Wellington ; Banbury; Bir- 
mingham (two) ; Herne Bay ; Todmorden; 
Rochdale; St. Leonard’s-on-Sea; Ply- 
mouth ; North Shields ; and Colchester ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Portgordon ; 
Leith ; Bonnethill ; Dundee (five) ; Suther- 
land; Kirkcolm; Nairn; Hamilton; 
Cambusnethan ; and Larkhall ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SCHOOL BOARD — (LONDON) 
BILL, 


Petition from St. Mary Abbotts, Ken- 
sington, for alteration; to lie upon the 
Table. 





{14 JunE 1900} 


| Wog ; 
Bettws | (two) ; 


Evan ;Rotherham (two) ; Sheffield (four); | 


| Trefeglwys ; 





(Whitsuntide Recess). 6 


SUNDAY sedges: < gneniieigeec ane: 
LL. 

Petitions in favour, from Wigton; 
Sheffield (two); Mynach ; Rhydfendi- 
gaid; Rotherham (two); Wellington ; 
Swansea; Winscombe; North Shields ; 

'Grimesthorpe ; Leeds; Colchester; Ox- 
ford ; Lincoln; Bettws Evan ; Bronant ; 
| Penmorfa ; Pontsaeson ; Brighouse ; Pen- 
|rhiw (two); Nantewnlle; Kenchester ; 


| Haverfordwest; Abermenrig; Rhiwfelen; 













































| Aberporth ; Blaenpennal; Llanbadarn 
|Fawr (two); Pensarn;  Ffosyffin; 
Pennweh; Blaencefn ; —Blaenplwyf ; 


Blaencaron ; Ceulanmaesmawr; Rhiw- 
bwys; Blaenanmerch; Llanbadarn Tre- 
| feglwys ; Trisant ; Rhydlwyd; Penllwyn; 
New Quay; Llangeitho; Lampeter ; 
Llanafan; Ferndale (nine); Pentre ; 
Penygraig ; Ystradyfodwg; Ponterwyd ; 
Orrell; Malton; Penbryn (two); Llan- 
gwyryfon ; Haverfordwest ; Lianbadarn- 
Odwyn; Bwlehyllan; Penrhiw; -Abery- 
stwyth (three); Caradog; and Bettws 
“van ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Llanfihangel- 
y-Croyddin Upper (two); Gwnnws 
| Upper ; Gwnnws ; Llanfihangel Croyddin 
| (two); Llanafard; Yystradyfodwg (three) ; 

Llanbadarn Fawr (three); Penbryn; 
| Llangwyryfon ; Blaenpennal ;_ Llangra- 

Llanrhystyd (two); Aberporth 
Llanrhystyd Haminiog; Llan- 
disilio Gogo; Nantycunlle; Verwig; 
Llanychaiarn ; Caron Lower; Ceulau- 
maesmawr ; Aberystwyth ; Llanbadarn ; 
Lledrod; New Quay ; 
Melindwr; Gwynfil; Lampeter; and 
Garthely ; to lie upon the Table. 





TEMPERANCE REFORM THREEFOLD 
OPTION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from St. Andrews, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Two Petitions from Glasgow, against 
proposed alteration of Clause 109; to 
lie upon the Table. 





PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS (WHITSUN- 
TIDE RECESS). ; 

The following Papers, presented by 
Command of Her Majesty during the 
Whitsuntide Recess, were delivered to 
the Librarian of the House of Commons 


A 2 








7 Returns, 


during the Recess, pursuant to the 
Standing Order of the 14th August, 
1896 :— 


1. Trade Reports (Annual Series). | 
—Copies of Diplomatic and Con- | 


sular Reports, Nos. 2436 to 2449. 
2. Trade Reports (Miscellaneous 


Series)—Copy of Diplomatic and | 


Consular Reports, No. 526. 

3. Malta (Contagious . Diseases 
Law).—Copy of Ordinance No. X. 
of 1898 (The Contagious Diseases 
Law) (Malta). 

4, Metropolitan Water Supply 
(Royal Commission). — Copy of 
Minutes of Evidence taken before | 
Her Majesty’s Commissioners ap- 
pointed to inquire into the subject 
of the Water Supply within the 
limits of the Metropolitan Water 
Companies. Vol 

5. Army (Volunteer) Corps.— 
Copy of Annual Return of the 
Volunteer Corps of Great Britain, 
for the year 1899. 

6. Local Taxation (Royal Com- 
mission).—Copy of Minutes of Evi- 
dence taken before the Royal Com- , 
mission on Local Taxation, with 
Index and Appendix. Vol. IV. 

Ordered, that the said Papers do lie 
upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
LOCAL FUND BOARD (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Sixty-second Annual 

Report, 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 

Copy presented, of Return of Pro- 
ceedings during the month of February, 
1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (RULES). 
Copy presented, of Rules made by the 
Irish Land Commission under the Con- | 
gested Districts Board (Ireland) Act, 
1899, Section 2, dated the 21st May, 
1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the 

Table. 


{COMMONS } 
| ended 31st December, 1899 [by Act]; to 


thereof [pursuant 
| 158A]; referred to the Committee on the 





Reports, dc. g 


lie upon the Table. 
| 
INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland 
appointing the places at which Examina- 
tions shall be held for 1900 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


| 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented, of Eighteenth Annual 
Report, being for 1899, Part IT. (Report 


,on Salmon Fisheries) [by Command]; to 


lie upon the Table. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) (DIETARIES). 

Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Secretary for Scotland, under the Prisons 
(Scotland) Act, 1877, establishing new 
rates of Dietaries for the several classes 
of prisoners [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PATENT OFFICE. 


Copy presented, of Report of the Com- 
mittee appointed by the Board of Trade 


/to consider various suggestions which 


have been made for developing the benefits 
afforded by the Patent Office to Inventors 


[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


HARWICH HARBOUR. 
Copy presented, of Abstract of the 


| Accounts of the Receipts and Expenditure 
‘of the Harwich Harbour Conservaney 


Board from the time of their incorpora- 
tion down to and inclusive of the 31st 
March, 1900, ete. [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 202.] 


RAILWAYS ABANDONMENT. 
Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade respecting the Muirkirk, 
Mauchline, and Dalmellington Railways 
(Abandonment) Bill and the objects 
to Standing Order 


Bill. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888. 


Copies presented, of Orders made by 


_ the various County and County Borough 


'Councils in England and Wales under 


PAWNBROKERS’ RETURNS (IRELAND). | 
Copy presented, of Returns from the | 
City Marshal of Dublin for the year 


Sections 57 and 59 of the Act, as con- 
firmed by the Local Government Board 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
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9 Questions. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS (CON- 
DITIONAL LICENCE). 


Copy presented, of Licence granted to | 


Elizabeth Martin, a convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting her 
to be at large on condition that she enter 
the Royal Victoria Home, Horfield, 
Bristol [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY PALA- 
TINE OF LANCASTER). 

Copy presented, of Orders made by 
the County Council of the County Pala- 
tine of Lancaster, dividing the Parlia- 
mentary Divisions of Heywood, Leigh, 
and Stretford into convenient Polling 
Districts [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (FAMINE). 

Copy presented, of Papers regarding 
the Famine and the Relief Operations in 
India during 1899-1900; Vol. I. British 
Districts, Vol. Il. Native States [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (INCOME AND 
EXPENDITURE). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
{Address 28th May ; Sir Henry Fowler] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 203.] 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACTS). 

Copy presented, of Report of the Pro- 
ceedings of the Charity Commissioners 
for England and Wales, under the 
Endowed Schools Acts, 1869 to 1889, for 
the year 1899 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (GENERAL 
REPORTS). 

Copy presented, of General Report for 
the year 1899 by the Chief Inspector of 
the South Eastern Division [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 

Copy presented, of General Report for 
the year 1899 by the Chief Inspector of 
the East Central Division [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 


Copies presented, of Minutes sanction- 
ing the Subjects to be taught under 
Clause 8 of the Act for the following 
Counties :—County of Glamorgan (Ninth 
Minute), dated 21st April, 1900 ; County 
of Warwick (Sixth Minute), dated 21st 
May, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


{14 June 1900} 
(ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACT, 1869, AND 


Questions. 10 


AMENDING ACTS. 


Copy presented, of Scheme for the 
Management of the Charity of William 
Price, in the parish of Fareham, in the 
county of Southampton, founded by Will 
dated 24th August, 1721 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 204.] 


BOARD OF AGRICULTURE (INCLOSURE, 
ETC., EXPENSES ACT, 1868). 

Copy presented, of Fees to be taken 
in respect of Transactions under the 
Tithe and other Acts in accordance with 
the Provisions of the Inclosure, etce., 
Expenses Act, 1868 [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


WORKMEN’S! COMPENSATION _ ACT, 
1897 (ARMY AND NAVY SERVICE) 
(MEN EMPLOYED). 

Address for “ Return showing (1) the 
number of men employed in Army 
Services who have received Compensation 
since July, 1898; (2) the amount of 
Compensation received in all cases of in- 
capacity through accident; (3) the 
amount of Compensation received in cases 
of fatal accident; (4) the amount of 
weekly wages received by all persons 
receiving Compensation since the above 
date.” —(Mr. Woods.) 





QUESTIONS. 





SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—CAPE COLONY 
REBELS. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire 

Rushceliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary 

of State for the Colonies whether the 


‘Cape Ministry have forwarded through 


the Governor to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment any Minute with respect to the 
treatment of those subjects of Her 
Majesty who have been arrested for 
political offences as distinguished from 
acts of war; and whether he will lay a 
copy of such Minute upon the Table. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have received a 
Minute from the Cape Ministers respect- 
ing the treatment of rebels in that colony 
to which apparently the hon. Member 
refers ; though it does not quite answer 
his description. Indeed, I do not see 


how “an act of war” could be predicated 





11 Questions. 


of arebel. Iam not prepared to lay a 
copy upon the Table at present, as the 
matter is still under discussion with the 
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Questions. 12 


rivers for the protection of British trade ; 
and whether Her Majesty’s Government 
are taking all necessary steps to prevent 





the punishment of Chinese in consequence 
of having rendered assistance to British 
ALDERSHOT MAN(CEUVRES — HEAT | concessionnaires. 

FATALITIES—ARMY CLOTHING. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire,| *THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
E.): I beg to ask whether the War Office | STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr, 
has taken any steps to call to account | Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): In refer- 
those responsible for the fatalities and | ence to the questions of the right hon. 
casualties amongst the troops in the/Gentleman and the hon. Member for 
operations near Aldershot on Monday, | Barnsley it is, I think, desirable to state 
owing to exposure to the great heat in | briefly to the House the course of recent. 
unsuitable uniforms and headgear, and | events at Peking, although I am afraid I 
whether steps will betaken which would pre- | cannot gratify his curiosity by a statement 
vent such unreasonable exposure in future. | as to the policy of the Government re- 

P | garding the deposition of the Dowager 

THe UNDER SECRETARY oF) aoe Slee” Majesty’s Minister “ 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WYNDHAM, | Peking has been in constant communica- 
Dover) : The General Officer commanding, | tion with the Chinese Government since 
Aldershot, was instructed by telegraph to | the attack made by Boxers on peaceable 
send a full report on these very regretable | converts and the destruction of three 
incidents. He has despatched the report, | villages about ninety miles from Peking 
and if the hon. Member will repeat his }on 12th May. On 18th May Sir Claude 
question to-morrow I shall be able to give | MacDonald reminded the Yamen of his 
the House some information. | unceasing warnings during the last six 
months of the danger of not taking 
| adequate measures to suppress the Boxers, 


Cape Government. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN MOVEMENT--— 
“ BOXER” DISTURBANCES, ETC. | . serdar. ragparonsings 
Si H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN |“" Imperial Decree was, consequently 

(Stirling Burghs): I have to ask the issued. On 20th May a meeting of the 

rst Lord of en Denaieen hathaeles Corps Diplomatique was held, and a reso- 

cg we id ; lution unanimously adopted calling on the 
can give the House any information as to Satins: tin tiles mente. amin waned 
the state of affairs in China. 3 5 $i : 


It was not then considered necessary to 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- Pring guards to Peking, but the British 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, | Marine guard at Tientsin, which had been 
E.): I think perhaps the most convenient | under orders to leave, was retained there. 
course will be for my right hon. friend Two British ships were sent to Ta-ku. No 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs | specific measures having been taken by the 
to make a statement upon the subject. | Yamen, on 26th May the Corps Diplo- 
|matique met again, and it was decided, 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, | failing a satisfactory reply from the 
W.R., Barnsley): Before the right hon. | Yamen, to send for guards. This course 
Gentleman makes his statement, I desire | was adopted on 28th May, and a British 
to ask him a question of which I | detachment of seventy-eight men with a 
have given him private notice—namely, | machine gun was at once sent to Peking 
whether Her Majesty’s Government will and 104 men to Tientsin. Four more 
endeavour, in concert with other Powers, | British ships were brought to Ta-ku 
to arrange for the deposition of the | from Wei-hai-wei. News was then re- 
Dowager-Empress and the restoration of | ceived of Mr. Robinson’s murder and the 
Kwangtsuas Emperor of China ; whether | capture of Mr. Norman, who was subse- 
Her Majesty’s Government have provided | quently murdered. The British Minister 
for the protection of the Tientsin-Peking | continued till 5th June to urgently press 
and Tientsin-Shan-hai-kwan railways by upon the Yamen the necessity of their 
stationing armed guards along the rail- | taking instant and effective steps to 
way tracks ; whether Her Majesty’s| punish the murderers of Mr. Robinson, 
Government will without further delay | to secure the release of Mr. Norman, and 
place an adequate number of suitable | to restore order, and informed them that 
gunboats on the Yang-tsze and West | Her Majesty’s Government would hold 
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the Chinese Government responsible for 
the criminal apathy which had 
brought about this disgraceful state of 
affairs. These remonstrances having no 
effect, and the situation both in Peking 


and the neighbourhood becoming more | 


threatening, Her Majesty’s Government 
on 6th June telegraphed instructions to 
Her Majesty’s Minister and to Admiral 
Seymour to take, in concert with other 
Powers, any steps which in their dis- 
cretion, which was left unfettered, they 
might consider advisable for the _pro- 
tection of the Foreign Legations at Peking, 
or of British subjects there or at Tientsin 
or in the neighbourhood. Her Majesty’s 
Minister, after conference with the Russian 
representative at Peking, was empowered 
to support any Chinese authority capable 
of maintaining law and order or any 
measures to this end—the Russian 
Minister being similarly authorised. The 
General Officer commanding Hong Kong 
and the Straits Settlements was ordered, 
in the event of the Admiral requiring 
troops for service at Peking, to send 
whatever troops could be spared from his 
command, and was informed they would 
be replaced. 
depredations by the Boxers, Admiral 
Seymour called up three more ships, and 


on 9th inst., after consultation with the ' 


Foreign Commanders, decided to land a 
force and march on Peking. On 10th inst. 
he marched with 1,078 mer, of whom 650 
were British. 
ments the force has been raised to 2,300, 
containing detachments from the ships of 
the seven Powers represented, about 900 
of them being British, The Admiral 
had advanced thirty miles on 11th instant, 
on which date he encountered the Boxers 
and killed thirty-five of them. 
way being much broken up, only three 
miles were made during the succeeding 
twenty-four hours, but there was no 
further engagement. Nine hundred and 
fifty troops are being embarked from 
Hong Kong, and the “Terrible” will 
leave Hong Kong for Ta-ku. The Russians 
are landing an additional force of 1,700 
men. Sir Claude MacDonald reports on 
11th June that disorders are occurring in 
Peking, and the British summer Legation 
in the hills, which was in the custody of 
the Chinese Government, had been de- 
stroyed by fire. Nine British ships and, 
it is believed, twenty-five foreign ships 
are now at Ta-ku. Steps have been taken 
to secure additional force on the Yang-tsze 
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In consequence of further , 


The rail- ; 


Questions. 14 


‘ for the preservation of life and property: 

Complete accord prevails between the 
Powers as to the action taken by the 
Admiral. 

Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): The right 
hon. Gentleman referred to a consultation 
with the Russian Minister at Peking. 
Does he mean us to understand that 
there is a closer arrangement between 
Her Majesty’s Government and _ the 
Government of Russia than there is with 
the Governments of other Powers ? 


Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir; I had not 


the least intention of giving that idea. 


ASHANTI—NATIVE RISING—INVEST- 
MENT OF COOMASSIE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can give the House 
any information with regard to the state 
of affairs in Ashanti. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe all 
the information at the disposal of the 
Colonial Office has been already made 
public through the ordinary channels of 
information, and my right hon. friend 
near me tells me that no information of 
any sort has reached the Colonial Office 
since this morning. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : That is not 
literally correct. I have received a tele- 
gram, but it does not contain any fresh 
information. 


By subsequent reinforee- | 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND EP- 
PING FOREST RAILWAY ACT, 1894. 
Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 

I beg to ask the President of the Board 


. of Trade whether he is aware that, by the 


London, Walthamstow, and Epping Forest 
Railway Act, 1894, a company was incor- 
porated to make a railway from London 


through Leyton and Walthamstow to 


increase the railway accommodation for 
those populous districts, and that Acts 
have since been passed from time to time 
extending the time allowed for the com- 
pletion of the railway, in view of the pro- 
moters’ stated intention to abandon the 
undertaking unless such Acts were passed, 
three Bills having been introduced into 
this House in five years for the abandon- 
ment of the undertaking and subsequently 
withdrawn ; and whether, as a Bill, which 


' was read the first time in this House on 


9th February last, is now before the 
House again seeking a further extension 
of time, and upon which no further steps 
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have been taken by the company, the | 
Board of Trade will take any steps to | 


compel the company either to perform its 
statutory duty or to forthwith abandon 
the undertaking. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Rircutr, Croydon): Yes, 
Sir. I have received from the agents for 
the promoters of the undertaking a state- 
ment of reasons for the delay referred to, 
which I shall be happy to show the hon. 
Member, if he so desires. In answer to 
the last part of the question I have to 
point out that on the 25th of May the 
Honse agreed to a resolution reported 
from the Standing Orders Committee that 
leave should be given for the introduction 
of a Bill to abandon the undertaking. | 
am informed that the Abandonment Bill 
will accordingly be introduced forthwith. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY—FATALITY IN 
BRECON GOODS YARD. 

Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I beg to ask the President of the 
‘Board of Trade whether his attention has 
heen called to the rider to the verdict of 
a coroner's jury at Brecon, respecting the 
fatal accident to a Midland goods guard 
named William Burley, to thé effect that 
the jury were unanimously of opinion 
that the attention of the Board of Trade 
should be called to the dangerous state of 
the Brecon goods yard and to the fact 
that several accidents had previously 
happened near the same place; and 
whether he will at once order an inquiry 
to be held into the working arrangements 
at the shunting yard. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir. I have 
seen the rider referred to, and the Board 
of Trade have ordered an inquiry into the 
causes of the recent accident. 


CATTERLINE EPISCOPAL SCHOGL~ 
DISMISSAL OF HEAD MISTRESS. 
Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): J] 

beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 

the Education Department has received 
notice of the dismissal of the head 
mistress of Catterline Episcopal School ; 
whether he is aware that her conduct, 
character, and attention to duty have 
been reported on as satisfactory, hoth by 

Her Majesty’s inspector and by the 

managers of the school ; and whether, as 

she has accepted the Superannuation Act, 
and will be deprived of its advantages 
unless she finds another situation, he will 
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make investigation whether her dismissal 
by the managers was justifiable ; and if 
found not to be so, will he suspend the 
next annual grant. 


Mr. HAYES FISHER (Fulham) (for 
the Lorp ApvocaTE): In answer to the 
first paragraph of the hon. Member’s 
question, 1 have to state that no official 
notification of the teacher’s dismissal has 
been received, but the Department has 
to-day received a letter from the teacher 
stating that she has received notice of 
dismissal. In regard to the second 
paragraph, the Department has received 
satisfactory testimonials about the teacher 
from the managers, and a good report 
from the inspector. As to the third 
paragraph, the effect of a dismissal in 
regard to pension can only be regulated 
by the provisions of the Superannuation 
Act, and that Act gives the Department 
no power to interfere in the manner 
suggested. 


STRANGFORD LOUGH LIGHTHOUSE. 

Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
of the refusal of the Irish Lights Com- 
mission to comply with the request of 
the inhabitants in and the. traders within 
the district of Strangford Lough to pro- 
vide a light or beacon in the lighthouse 
which has been erected more than half a 
century, and if any and what steps can be 
taken to compel the Irish Lights Commis- 
sioners to provide this light ; and will he 
recommend an application to the Board of 
Trade for further consideration of the 
application, in view of the present de- 
struction of the lighthouse at Donagh- 
adee. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central) : Since this question was placed 
on the Paper I have been in communica- 
tion on the subject with my right hon. 
friend the President of the Board of 
Trade, and am informed by him that the 
lighthouse tn Rock Angus, Strangford 
Lough, was erected before the passing of 
the Merchant Shipping Acts, and before 
the present mode of managing lighthouses 
came into existence. At that time the 
Irish Lighthouse Board paid for local 
lights out of the dues on the passing 
trade (a practice much complained of), 
and this practice was discontinued by the 








pl 
(I 
us 
ha 
ne 


de 
ta 
ne 
fo 
no 
sa 
lis 
in 
Mm 
be 


be 
gr 
in 


I] 





16 


issal 
d if 
the 


(for 
the 
er’s 
icial 
has 
has 
cher 
e of 
‘ond 
ived 
cher 
port 
hird 
| in 
ited 
tion 
ent 
ner 


SE. 
i.) : 
the 
rare 
om- 
of 
hin 
pro- 
use 
lf a 
i be 
nis- 
he 
1 of 
the 
de- 
gh- 


RE- 
ads, 
ced 
ica- 
on. 

of 
the 
ord 
of 
ore 
ses 
the 
eal 
ing 
of), 
the 








17 Business of 


Merchant Shipping Acts of 1853 and | 
1854. The lighting of the beacon on 
Angus Rock would, | am informed, only 
prove a benefit to the local trade frequent- | 
ing the Lough, and if carried out should 
not be done at the expense of the General 
Lighthouse Fund. With respect to the 
destruction of the Donaghadee light- 
house, it may be stated that a light of 
the same character as that shown from 
the lighthouse previous to its destruction 
has been exhibited since the night follow- 
ing the casualty. 


INTERMEDIATE 
PROGRAMME. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland will he ex- 
plain why the Intermediate Education 
(Ireland) Act programme, which is 
usually issued before Easter in each year, 
has not yet been issued for 1901, and is 
neatly three months overdue ; whether 
he is aware of the inconvenience of this 
delay to, and the probable loss it will en- 
tail on, educational establishments at the 
next examinations, because the usual in- 
formation as to the course of studies has 
not been published ; and whether he can 
say when this programme wiil be pub- 
lished, and what it is proposed to do to 
insure the various educational establish- 
ments concerned against monetary loss, 
because of the delay in publishing the 
programme. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It has already 
been stated by me that when the pro- 
gramme for 1901 was under consideration 
in December last the Board of Inter- 
mediate Education determined to defer 
its final settlement until Parliament had 
considered the proposed legislation. At 
a meeting of the Board held on the 31st 
ultimo it was decided to submit to the 
Lord Lieutenant the rules and programme 
for 1901 without further delay, and on 
the same lines as in previous years. ‘The 
rules and programme have since been 
approved by the Lord Lieutenant, and 
will very shortly be published. No 
material change having been introduced 
by the rules and programme for next 
year, the inconvenience or loss referred 
to in the question cannot arise. 


IRISIL EDUCATION 


THE COMPANIES BILL. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
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/ ments (Scotland) Bill first. 
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sury whether the Companies Bill em- 
bodies the Amendments said by the 
Government to be required in the laws 
which govern limited liability companies 
which were placed first in the Government 
programme at the beginning of the 
session ; and whether, seeing that similar 
3ills have been introduced every session 
by the Government for several years past 
in the House of Lords, it is his intention 
to proceed with the Bill in the present 
session ; and, if so, whether he can now 
say when the Second Reading will be 
taken. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot name any day at present for the 
Second Reading of this Bill. 


ORDER OF SUPPLY. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
is in a position to fix a day for the dis: 
cussion of any one of the principal Votes 
in Supply, such as that for the Home 
Office, that for the Foreign Office, or that 
fer Shipbuilding. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it 
will be expedient to leave my reply to 
this question till Monday. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I have to put to the First Lord of the 
Treasury the usual question as to the 
business of the House for next week. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Monday 
I propose to take, as is usual at this 
time of the year, a motion for the time 
of the House, except Wednesday, the 
20th inst., and Wednesday, the 27th inst., 
which will be reserved, according to 
usage, for the later stages of Private 
Bills which have already passed the 
Second Reading stage. After that has 
been disposed of I propose to take the 
Committee stage of the Australian Com- 
monwealth Bill, and the three subsequent 
Orders will be the Railways (Prevention 
of Accidents) Bill, the Land Charges Bill, 
and the Burial Grounds Bill. On Tuesday 
[ shall ask the House to consider Army 
Estimates in Supply, in order to provide 
funds necessary for carrying on the war 
in South Africa. On Thursday I pro- 
pose to take the Ecclesiastical Assess- 
Information 


as to subsequent Orders I will give ona 
later day. 
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GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): Are all the outstanding 
Army Votes to be brought on on Tues- 
day, or will some be deferred to enable a 
later discussion on the Army Estimates ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Army 
Votes which will be taken first on Tues- 
day are Nos. 6 and 7. In no case do I 
propose to take the whole of the Army 
Votes, because that would remove from 
the House the possibility of discussing 
questions of military policy in Supply 
before the end of the session, which I 
think would be an inconvenient course. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Are we to 
understand that there will be a Supple- 
mentary Estimate presented on Tuesday ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As far as I know 
there is no probability of our requiring 
an additional Estimate for the war. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What I meant 


to convey was that it was the war in 


South Africa that rendered it necessary | 


for us to get money at once. 


Mr. D, A. THOMAS: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman reconsider his decision 


with regard to taking private Members’ | 


time, so as to except Tuesday week, when 
I have down a resolution regarding our 
national coal supply ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 


And there is also one affecting the | 


Incorporated Law 
Government propose to take the Savings 


Banks Bill to-night ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Not to-night. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Will 
any business except Supply be taken on 
the allotted days ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No Govern- 
ment business other than Supply is taken 
on allotted days. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS 
be taken to-morrow? Will the right 
hon. Gentleman postpone those referring 
to the Woods and Forests Office and the 
Public Record Office, in which some Welsh 
Members are interested 4 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: After the 


Education Estimates are disposed of we 
shall proceed with Class 2. 


I shall be 
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Society. Do the) 


(Flint | 
Boroughs): What Votes in Supply will | 
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pleased to postpone the two Votes 
referred to. 


POST OFFICE SITES [EXPENSES]. 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of all sums payable 
by the Postmaster General under any Act 
of the present session to enable Her 
Majesty’s Postmaster General to acquire 
lands for the public service, and of all 
expenses incurred in carrying into effect 
the provisions of such Act (Queen’s Re- 
‘commendation — signified), To-morrow.— 
(Mr. Ritchie.) 





PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time ; to be read a second 


time upon Thursday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 245.] 


RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF ACCI- 
DENTS) BILL. 

| As amended, to be printed. [Bill 

246. | 








SUPPLY [12TH ALLoTTED Day}. 
Considered in Commitice. 





(In the Committee.) 


| [Mr. J. W. LowrHEr (Cumberland, Pen- 
| rith) in the Chair. | 


| + 
| Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DeEpart- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1. 
Crass IV. 


| 
| 
| Motion made, and Question proposed, 
|“ That a sum, not exceeding £5,585,099, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
| which will come in course of payment 
| during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Ex- 
| penses of the Board of Education, and of 
|the various Establishments connected 
| therewith, including sundry Grants-in- 
| aid.” : 
THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
|CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
| University): Attempts have been made 
| in some quarters during recent years to 
|introduce into the discussion on such 
| occasions as this questions of a trivial 
| and personal character ; but the attention 
of Parliament has not been thereby 
diverted from the serious and important 
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facts which it has been my duty to lay | 


before them. The facts have been con- | 
sidered and discussed by Parliament, by | 


| and 


22 


amination of the old and worst type, cannot, 
except in the case of a bad school, doany good, 
very frequently do much harm, tending 
as they do to throw the progressive teachers. 


Service Estimates. 


local bodies, by the public press, and | back into the old and evil path of cramming 
remedies for the evils laid before Parlia- | for results.” 

ment have been suggested, and, in some | But to carry out the policy of the Govern- 
cases, have been carried into execution. ment it is not only necessary that the 


I think that on this occasion I can best | 
occupy the time of the House by pointing | 
out the conditions that will have to be | 
fulfilled if the great reforms embodied in 
the Code of the present year, by which a 
single block grant is to be substituted 
for the separate payments which are 
made for various subjects of instruc- 
tion, is to have practical effect. 
It is a great mistake to speak of that | 
measure, the measure in the Code, as if | 
it were an accomplished reform. It is | 
rather of a negative than of a positive | 
character. The provisions of the Code 
will remove the obstacles which prevent 
the establishment of a better system of | 
instruction, but of themselves they do 
not accomplish that result. Progress is 
now possible, but the effect of the pro- 
visions of the Code is rather to permit it 
and not to ensure it. Now, in the first 
place, the policy of Her Majesty’s 
Government must be seconded by the 
managers of schools. That has not 
always hitherto been the case. Her | 
Majesty’s Government having abandoned | 
the system of individual examination, 
many school boards and many of the 
Voluntary associations have rushed into 
the breach and have of their own accord 
established a system of individual ex- 
amination. Bishop Butler says, “Of 
education information is really the least 
part”; but these authorities act as if 
information was the whole object of 
education, and they employ the teachers 
in cramming into the children a number 


| been the case. 
| year a deputation of rural school teachers. 


| blossoms of timber and fruit trees. 
| note from my manager to the effect that there 


of facts which are afterwards disgorged | 
should have active managers ; something 


by the diocesan or the School Board in- 
spector in the shape of personal examina- 
tion. Her Majesty’s Government believe 


that a system of that kind is extremely | 
detrimental to education, and I should | 
like to read to the Committee the obser- | 
| Ireland alone, that such a system for the 


vations made by one of our inspectors. 
This applies to Voluntary schools, but the 
same thing applies to the case of the 
Board schools. The inspector says— 


“A portion of each school’s aid has been in | 
some instances allotted to the payment of an | 


‘organising visitor,’ whose visits are quite 
unnecessary and not always wished for by the 
managers or teachers. Such visits, which, I 


managers of schools should be willing to 
co-operate, but also that the co-operation 
should be active and intelligent. Iam 
sorry to say that that also has not always 
In the beginning of this 





came to see me—they were quite leading 


/men of their class—and with them I had 
|a most interesting and most instructive 


conversation about the possibilities of 
better teaching for rural schools. The 
other day I received from one of these 
teachers a letter in which the writer 
said— 

**T proposed a few days ago to take my 


scholars through the fields to notice the 
[had a 


is very little educational benefit to be obtained 
by taking children into fields. The farmers 
and labourers laugh at the proposal.” 
It is obvious from this that this teacher’s 
efforts to secure a better kind of teaching 
for the children were nipped in the bud. 
I should like to call attention to how very 
differently these things are done in 
America. I quote from Mr. Salmon, of 
the Swansea Training College, who 
recently visited America— 

“There is much out-door work everywhere 
I happened to reach Chicago during the first 
days of spring, and half the class-rooms of one 
school which [ visited were empty in conse- 
quence of the children being yardening or 
watching the budding trees. In Central Park, 


| New York, I saw several groups in charge of 


their teachers, and the sight was olviously 
common, for I was almost the only one who 
turned to look at it.” 


But not only is it necessary that we 


| must be done also to improve the supply 


of teachers. Now the mainstay of the 
supply of teachers is our pupil teachers’ 
system. That system is unique. It is 
only in this country, in Great Britain and 


supply of teachers exists. Of course, the 
system is so prevalent and so extensive 
in this country that it is impossible to 
change it, certainly hastily. The only 
thing to be done is to improve the 
system. But when you try to improve 


‘the system it is not only the Government 


am told, frequently result in individual ex- | but the managers of the schools them- 











23 


selves that are on the horns of a dilemma. 
If you leave things as they are, children 
in the rural schools can hardly ever 
attain to the training 
never become leading 
profession of teaching, 
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The pupil teachers under the most favour. 
able circumstances are taught: they are 
not educated to teach: they are simply 
I should be 


| glad to send to any Member who cares to 


few isolated cases where children of 
ability and energy force their way | 


through all the obstacles that have to be 
encountered, As far as I know, only one 
or two reforms have been effected in the 
position of pupil teachers, since I 
became Vice-President of the Council. 
One was to slightly raise the age at which 
children are admitted pupil teachers up 
to the still very early age of fifteen ; and 
another is the restriction of the hours 
during which they might be employed in 
the schools to twenty hours a week. 
Just think what that means! It means 
all the secular time during which 
the school is opened; and a child 
who has to work in school for twenty 
hours a week has only the rest of its time 
to carry on its education and to develop 
those faculties which are necessary in a 
teacher of the young. A further attempt 
was made last year to impel those 
interested in the employment of pupil 
teachers to ensure their being properly 
educated. But if this sort of reforms 
are initiated by the Education Depart- 
ment, or by the managers of the schools, 
or are carried into effect, they will destroy 
the pupil-teacher system in rural schools. 
One of the school inspectors says— 

“'The naked and lamentable fact is that the 
regulations of the Department—the wise and 
humane regulations—which limit the hours of 
work for pupil teachers, are leading to their 
disappearance from the Voluntary schools. 
Under the School Board, which had for a 
long time acted upon the half-time system, and 
which does not reckon pupil teachers as neces- 
sary upon the effective staff, these regulations 
have, of course, fallen short of the previous 
practice. But in Voluntary schools which are 
staffed down to a minimum, or but slightly 


| papers 


see it a set of pupil-teachers’ examination 
papers. He will see how ridiculous is the 
information which these children are 
expected to acquire ; and, secondly, how 
ignorant they are on ail the subjects 
on which they are taught. I think the 
will show how it is almost 
impossible under the present system that 
you can have a supply of teachers 
educated and trained who are fit to 


| carry out the improved system which the 


institution of the block grant renders 
possible. I have often told the House 


'that the rural pupil teachers who have 


not the advantage of central classes are 
not, and cannot be, so well crammed as 
the town pupil teachers, who find their 
way to the training colleges. I have here 
statistics which prove the truth of that. 
I find that in the last Queen’s scholarship 
examinations, of the men, in the first 
class only 4 per cent. and in the second 
class only 8°2 percent. had served their 
time in rural schools ; and of the women, 
in the first class, out of 2-70 candidates, 
only 74, or 3°8 per cent., and of the second 
class only 10°6 per cent. had been edu- 
cated in rural schools, thus showing that 
in the training colleges, where the best 
of the teacher’s education is finished, 


‘the rural pupil teacher is practically 


above it, and where consequently pupil 
teachers are in charge of classes, it is 
obviously to the immediate interest of | 


managers and head teachers—in the daily 
working of their time-table—to make arrange- 


ments which will avoid the dislocation caused | 


by the pupil teachers leaving the school for 
their work at central classes. And thus it 
comes that the pupil-teacher system seems 
likely to wither away among the Voluntary 
schools here. Managers find it difficult to 
obtain them, and the head teachers don’t want 
them, and there is a substitute at hand. I 
fancy that my lament will be echoed in any 
districtin England. The teacher under Article 
68 is rapidly becoming mistress of the 
situation.” 


Sir J. Gorst. 


‘only conspicuous by his absence. Now, 


if Parliament really intend to have 
teachers properly trained and_ properly 
fitted for the work they have to do, they 
must pick the children out of the ele- 
mentary or higher elementary schools 
when they are of a proper age ; they must 
send them with scholarships to the 
secondary schools as they are trying to 
do in Wales, and they must have a suffi- 
cient supply of training colleges in which 
to train these young teachers as soon as 
they are fit to be trained. I now come 
to the question of the training colleges. 
At Christmas, 1899, 2,904 men vresented 
themselves for examination. Of these 
532 got into the first class, 897 into the 
second class, 1,126 into the third class, 
and 349 failed altogether. Of the 
women who presented themselves for 
examination, 2,070 got into the first 
ciass, 3,992 into the second class, and 
2,583 into the third class; 1,644 failed 
altogether. But of those who suc- 
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vur- ceeded in the examinations a great many | who are not members of colleges (and they 
are teachers failed to get into the training | are comparatively few) are under the 
ply colleges for want of room. E find that | Board of Studies of Oxford and Cam- 
be of the men who showed a desire to obtain | bridge, which looks after the non-collegiate 

; to admission to training colleges—2,838 in| students. I was once taken to a hostel 
‘ion number—only 1,042 got in; 223 failed ' at Cardiff where there were a number of 
the not because of failure in their examina-| young women belonging to the day train- 
are tion, but because of lack of accommoda- ing college who were boarded and lodged 
10W tion, and the remainder failed because of with young ladies who were  study- 
acts their insufficient educational standard.| ing in the college and were in no 
the The case of the women is far worse. Of | respect distinguished from their com- 
Lost the 3,968 who desired to get into train-| panions, who were going into other 
hat ing colleges, 1,575 got in, and 1,369, | professions and had other views in 
ers though qualified, failed to get in through | life, and, no doubt, they were as well 
to lack of accommodation. Thus one half | taken care of as the students in the best 

the of them were unable to get the training | training college in England. One would 
lers they desired for themselves. Every train-| think that in these circumstances the 
use ing college in the country is absolutely | Government had better leave the matter 
ave full. There are two sorts of training | free, and had better leave students to 
are colleges—residential and day training | adopt whichever kind of training they 
as colleges. ‘There is a good deal of differ- themselves or their friends or parents 

Leir ence of opinion whether the training in| think to be for the best. But for some 
ere the residential college or the training in | reason or other the State now pays, and 
iat. the day college is, on the whole, the most | has always paid, more for a teacher being 
hip advantageous. ‘lhe objections which are | trained in a residential college than in a 
irst taken against the residential college are | day training college, and as it is the day 
ond that the students are shut up with persons | training college which is most easily 
reir of the same age and the same education, expanded, and which can be most easily 
en, having in view the same profession in made to accommodate more students, 
tes, life, that the tendency of the system is to I think a very easy reform would 
ond narrow their perception, and that they, be to even the thing all round— 
du- fail to get that liberal education which is that the State should give a definite sum 
hat so desirable. The objection to the day | for the training of a teacher, and leave it 
vest training college is that the students are | to the young teacher and his friends to 
ed, not sutliciently under observation, and decide in what particular establishment 
ally that it is on moral grounds, on grounds of he should prepare himself. The real fact 
ow, character, undesirable to leave them so_ is that there is no such thing as a Queen’s 
ave much to themselves. Neither of these | “scholarship.” It is not a scholarship in 
arly objections necessarily applies to either | the ordinary sense in which a county, or 
hey the one kind of college or the other. | college, or university scholarship is a 
ele- There is a residential college at Chelten- | scholarship. It is an undertaking on the 
ools ham where the young ladies who goto be part of the State to pay a sum of money 
ust trained are mixed up with the girls of the to the institution in which the young 
the rest of the school. They are not distin- | person is trained, and I believe that if an 
» to guished from them in any way, and they | arrangement were made by which the 
uffi- have the advantage of belonging to, whole thing was levelled all round, you 
hich a very fine high school, in which | might establish two classes of scholarship. 
1 as there is a very good tone, and I do not know that it isso much to the 
ome which is in every way a desirable place | interest of the State to train a young 
ges, for the education of young women. They | person who has taken only a_ second 
ited do not get that narrowing of opinion | class as one who has taken a first class. 
ese which they might get in a place where It is just and right that the first class 
the they were all shut up together. Nor is should have the larger scholarship, and if 
lass, the objection to the day training college the second class students choose to go on 
the at all necessary. At both Cambridge and | in the profession, their friends should find 
for Oxford the young men who are in the something towards their maintenance in 

first day training colleges there are generally | the training school. Anyhow, I am quite 
and members of colleges, where they have certain that the only way in which you 
iled the advantage of association with their can make a large and immediate exten- 
suc- college companions and where they | sion of training college accommodation is 
are under the college discipline. Those by putting the day training students on 
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the same footing as the residential 
students, and inviting the University 
Colleges of Oxford and Cambridge and 


other institutions for the education 
of young people to extend their 
day training college accommodation 


and so increase the number of places. 
But you not only want more places in 
your colleges; you want a greater elas- 
ticity in the curriculum of the colleges 
themselves. I cannot understand why 
teachers should all be educated and 
trained upon one single model. You do 
not do it in your university. There one 


man goes in for literary studies, another | 
man for science, and another man for | 


mathematics, and if you are going to 


have rural teachers to carry out any of | 


those schemes which have been discussed 
during the last few months in the press, 
of teaching children more by observation 
and by a kind of elementary science than 
by mere reading, writing, and grammar, 
you no doubt require a special kind of 
training. At present the efforts of the 
trained teacher in the rural schools are 
not always very successful. The rural 


schools are chiefly staffed by town- 
bred teachers, who, having passed 
a less favourable examination, are 
obliged to take a _ rural _ school 


as a kind of pis aller. They gene- 
rally go there passing the time until they 
can do something better for themselves. 
One of the inspectors told me he heard, 
in a large infant Board school, the head- 
mistress, giving a lesson on the rabbit, 
tell her class that another name for the 
rabbit was the hare. And at another 
Board school in the same place the same 
inspector heard a teacher inform her class 
that cows’ horns were made of ivory, and 
she wrote ivory with great complacency 
on the blackboard. But without these 
extravagant instances, this is the kind of 
way in which the teaching is too often 
done by the present trained teacher. This 
is the sort of way in which agriculture 
and horticulture have been taught. 

“The scholars,” says the inspector, ‘read 
books in class on agriculture and horticulture 
for half an hour. They then copy a portion of 
the lesson in exercise books or the teacher 
dictates a summary of it, and this is called 
science! Nothing is done to cultivate the 
power of observation, and there are no experi- 
ments.” 

Some persons have said that you want to 
have an inferior class of teachers for rural 
schools. No, you do not want an 
inferior class of teachers, but you want a 


Sir J. Gorst. 
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} class of teachers who are trained to teach 
| in rather a different manner from that in 
| which town children are taught. A 
|country child cannot receive abstract 
| knowledge as easily as the town child does, 
| First, the children want their powers of 
| observation, which are generally very 
| good, developed and brought out. They 
| want to learn how to find out facts for 
| themselves, and, finally, they want, what 
| they can easily do in the country, to 
| apply their knowledge to some particular 
}and concrete purpose. There are three 
| types of teacher we can conceive of, 
There is, first of all, the present teacher, 
who, in his place and with the kind of 
| children to whom his teaching is suitable, 
is extremely good; then there is the 
| rural teacher, who teaches by observation 
and experiment ; and, finally, there is the 
kindergarten teacher, who is to teach the 
very young; and I cannot see why an 
arrangement should not be made by 
which all these kinds of teachers should 
| be produced for our children and 
| be properly trained in proper institu- 
|tions so as to be able to carry out 
ithe instruction which is best. Now 
ie come to the children. There is no 
use having a block system unless your 
children are able to come to school under 
| circumstances in which they can benefit 
| by the teaching. First of all there are 
| the infants’ schools. I think the very 
| name of infants’ school is an absurdity. 
| Infants ought not to be at school, but at 
| play. In our country we begin our 
attempts at education a great deal too 
soon, just as we leave off a great deal too 
soon. I met at Whitsuntide in the Tyrol 
|a fine young fellow who told me with 
great pride that he was six years of age 
and had never been inside a school, but 
that he was going this autumn after the 
long summer holidays were over, and 
then he would remain at school, really 
attending schocl, going there every day, 
and staying the whole time until he 
was fourteen years of age. I could not 
|help contrasting the lot of that little 
\fellow with the lot of the ordinary 
English country boy. He is cooped up 
in school as soon as he is three years old, 
when he had much better be playing 
about in the lanes or fields. He hasa 
quantity of information crammed into 
him which his little brain is quite in- 
capable of assimilating—often by the 
assistance of the cane—and he is taken 
out of school at eleven or twelve years to 
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labour for the rest of his life. The fact | 
really is that infants’ schools are what | 
one of the inspectors called some of them 
—they are storage places for babies. 
And they are instituted not so much for 
the benefit of the children as to enable | 
the mothers of the children to have 
leisure to go to work. If the State 
chooses to establish nurseries of this kind | 
we should make them nurseries, and 
we should assimilate the teachers of the 
youngest children, at all events, to nurses. 
When an inspector talks about “the 
lower babies’ mental arithmetic leaves 
much to be desired,” I should certainly 
like to punish sev erely any teacher who | 
can be proved to have tried to teach mental 
arithmetic to babies. I should say that the 
age of six is quite early enough to attempt 
to exercise the human brain, and that at 
six, and from six to eight, the kinder- 
garten system of teaching is the only 
one which is really suitable for these 
tender children. No doubt there are 
many children who have the good fortune 
to fall into the hands of women who are 
highly trained in the kindergarten 
system, and who not only do no Y harm 
to the children but do them an immense 
amount of good, but how many of these 
poor, helpless babies fall into the hands 
of such good teachers? An inspector 
says 

“At an outlying infants’ school (Flockwell 
Heath, average about eighty) among the hills, 

I asked for the help of a monitor for the 
babies’ class. The next year I found a 
‘eretin’ in charge of this class, a harmless 
semi-imbecile who had herself remained at the 
school among the infants until she was 
fifteen. When she left, the headmistress 
wanting someone to keep the babies quiet | 
when she could not attend to them, and being 
unable to get anything out of the Board, put 
on this poor thing and paid her threepence a 
week out of her own pocket, knowing that 
she would be kind at all events. Thus I 
found an ‘infant’ aged fifteen one year, and 
promoted next year to be paid monitor.” 
Well, another great objection to these 
infants’ schools is that there are so many 
older children in them. I think the Com- 
mittee will, perhaps, agree with me that 
eight is a very liberal superior age for a 
school infant. Out of two million infants 
in our schools there were 3,543 under 
three years of age, and there were no 
less than 320,923 who were over seven 
years of age. I have got a list of the 
schools in which there are children 
over eight. In one school in Cheshire, | 
which heads my list, there were no less | 
than 31°8 of the infants over eight years | 
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of age. There are no less than sixteen 
schools which have over 20 per cent. of 
infants over eight, and it is the presence 
of these infants over eight which renders 
absolutely necessary that severe discipline 
which has been referred to. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 


|E.): Are all these schools in the same 
| district ? 


Sir J. GORST: Oh no, they are not 
in the same district. They are scattered 
all over England. Passing from the 
infant schools, I think the whole Com- 
mittee will agree with what I said—and 
as to which I was asked so much last 


| year—that the State having provided 


free education, school buildings, and 
teachers, the least we can expect from the 
parents is that they will send their chil- 
dren to school in a fit state to receive 
the instruction which the State has 
provided, and the children ought not 
to be sent to school to receive instruc- 
tion in an unfit state, either through 
hunger or through fatigue caused 
by undue labour out of school hours. 
As regards the feeding of children it is 
the general opinion that this is a 
matter which should be left altogether to 
private charity, and that the school 
authorities should not deal with it. I 
got into a great scrape last year by 
enumerating some opinions that it was 


| the duty of the school authorities to see 


that the children were fed before they 
were taught. I am quite willing to agree 
that children should be fed by charitable 
agencies if they can be, but it seems to 
me that if you compel children to go to 
school and compel them to receive instruc- 
tion, then you have the obligation thrown 
upon you to make some provision by 


'which those children shall be sent to 


school in a fit state. This is not a private 
duty thrown on the parent, it is a public 
duty which the State has a right to insiston 
being fulfilled; and, if proper laws are 
made and a proper administration of the 
law carried into effect, I believe the cases 


‘in which children would be sent to school 


unfed and unfitted to receive instruction 
would be extremely rare. One or two 
examples made of negligent parents 
would prevent the recurrence of the 
offence. It is not the poor parent—it is 
very seldom extreme poverty which 
causes the trouble as to underfed children. 
It is generally idleness, or drunkenness, 
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or carelessness on the part of the parents | breaking the law is more profitable than 


which is at the bottom of the mischief, or 
it is greediness for the small earnings of | 
the children. It is not, I say, the poor, | 
but the negligent parent, who is the real 
offender. I believe that posterity will view 
with surpriseand wonder thestate of affairs 
in this matter, and will marvel how this 
generation was so stupid as to tolerate it. 
I must observe that our official ‘statistics 
are vitiated by the fact that we include 
in the average attendances children be- 
tween three and five. I hope that in 
future will be avoided, as the average 


years of age on the book of the school. | ang myself have been the attendance com- 


| mittee of the Board. We 


As to children between three and five, not 
only are the parents at liberty to send 
them or not as they choose, but I venture 


to say that the best parents will not send | fou, eases before the pangtletentes. 


school age. <A | 


their children before the 
good mother will not allow her tender 
child to go to school before five. Another 
matter to which I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Committee is how the per- 
centage of attendances is arrived at. 
It is arrived at by taking the average 


| attendance law. 


obeying it.” 
Here is another case in another inspector's 
/report in London. He says— 

“The parent has been summoned, convicted, 


|and actually fined, and (which is not always 


the case) made to pay the tine, which amounted 
to 3s. 6d., for continued gross neglect of the 
* And ‘how,’ [ asked the 
teacher, ‘is the child doing now?’ ‘Oh,’ she 
said, ‘she has only begun to attend this w eek, 
for she was not allowed by her parents to 
come last week. They kept her at work 


| because, as they said, she had first to earn the 
_ amount of the fine.’ 


” 


i ‘8° | Well, here is another case showing how it 
attendence can be arrived at by comparing | 
the attendance of children above five | 


‘It is evident that 


attendance through the year and! 
comparing it with the number on 
the books on a particular day, very 
often the last day of the year. That 


must obviously lead to very erroneous 
results, because, from some cause, there 
might be such shifting of the popula- 
tion as would give misleading results as 
to attendance. There would be a bad 
attendance made. On the other hand, if 
a large number of immigrants came into 
a parish at the end of the year and the 
children attended the school, that would 
show a very good attendance ; but I have 
no doubt that the errors in this respect 
probably answer one another. Everybody 
knows why the attendance is so varied. 
In the first place, the maximum fine is so 
small for neglect ; and I will place before 
the Committee two examples of how the 
present law works out. They are men- 
tioned by one of the inspectors in his 
report. He says— 


“T mention the following case as typical, 
not exceptional. A certain family are sup- 
posed to attend Paddington St. Mary 
Magdalene’s School. There are three girls 
and one boy. Since July, 1897, the parents 
have been fined 5s. for each girl, and in their | 
case the fine has been effective. For the son | 
they have been summoned five times, but, co 
the fine is only 5s. and John earns 10s, a week 


is sought to support the law— 
“During the last four months a colleague 


investigated 317 
cases of irregularity, 4,580 visits were made by 
the attendance ofticer, and after repeated 
adjournments for improvement we brought 
No. 1, no 
attendance out of 68; No. 2, no attendance 
out of 68 ; No. 3, 22 attendances out of 35; 
No. 4, 27 attendances out of 35. All the cases 
were adjourned, attendance orders being made, 
and the School Board had to pay 8s. a case 
for the luxury of bringing the defaulters before 
the magistrate.” 


with the law as it 
stands a very much better attendance 
could be secured. There-‘were cases in 
1887 where the attendance was 76 per 
cent.; it is now 92 per cent., and I 


believe it has never been less since 1893, 
entirely owing to the energy of the 


attendance officer. The other day a depu- 
tation from the National League of 
Teachers waited on my noble friend the 
President of the Council, and immediately 
after that deputation, quite unsought for 
by me, I received from the manager of a 
rural school in Cambridgeshire a letter, in 


‘which he stated that he had requested 


the schoolmaster to work out the 
total of the attendances at that school. 
Everything was against them to start 
with ; the mothers went out to work ata 
steam laundry or a jam factory. Yet 
with great patience the efforts made had 
yielded good results. The number on the 
roll on the previous year gave an average 
attendance of 98, 96, and 98, and so on. 
There is a reluctance on the part of the 
authorities to be severe, and a great deal 
is expected from patience and _persua- 
sion. The percentages are 98, 97, 99, 
and 98. They may occasionally le 
smaller in consequence of whooping-cough, 
heavy snows, feasts in surrounding vil- 
|lages, or scarlet fever, but there are 


helping a coster, he and his parents agree that | only three weeks in the whole year in 


Sir J. Gorst. 
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which the attendance is less than 97 per | lesson, and it has materially helped to improve 


cent. 


That shows what a schoolmaster | the attendance on Friday. When I mention 


that in our local show last year (embracin 


backed up by a good manager can do | fou, parishes) we exhibited in the amateurs 


even under the present law. At Askrigg, 
a village in Wensley Dale, where some 
children have long distanees to travel, an 
energetic master was very successful in 
getting good attendance. On the occa- 
sion of a local sheep-washing the vicar 
met a boy going to school, and asked him 
how it.was. ‘ Why, sir,” the youth re- 
plied, “if I went to t’ sheep-washing 
t’ master would go clean off his head.” 
Now as to inspectors. This new system 
will give an inspector no increase of his 
direct power. He still will act entirely 
under the orders of the Education Depart- | 
ment, and any action of his can be} 
appealed against ; but it will give him | 
enormously increased influence and 
responsivility. In the first place it will 
be his duty to give advice to teachers | 
and managers of schools as to what they 
can do, and as to what it is expedient for 
them to do; and he will be particularly 
qualified to give this advice because, 
going all over the schools of the neigh- 
bourhood, he has the opportunity of 
seeing good work in one place which may 
be imitated in another. [ have a remark- 
able case here. There has been a good 
deal of talk recently about school gardens ; 
and this is a letter to the county | 
council of Essex from a schoolmaster in | 
Essex— 

“My gardening class was first established 





and _ classes ten exhibits, and the prize 
record was nine firsts and one second, you may 
judge that our school garden is not to be 
despised in the local competition. Iam sorry 
I have no lad eligible to apply for a horti- 
cultural scholarship. There is such a dearth 
of country houses in this immediate neighbour- 
hood that very few boys go in for gardening as 
an occupation.” 

The inspector, spreading about his district 
the example of an undertaking of this 
kind, can do enormous good. There are 
many who might not have the ability to 
invent such ascheme, but they can imitate 
it. Then the duty of an inspector will 
be occasionally to put his veto on pro- 
posals of managers and teachers. But 
that veto will be rarely exercised. It is 
seldom that the inspectors discourage even 
an experiment in the schools; and if any 
inspector were to veto any plan which he 
ought not to veto there is always the 
Education Department to appeal to. 
Therefore I do not think that the inter- 
ference of inspectors is very much to be 
feared, while their advice and counsel will 
be of immense advantage to schoolmasters 
and managers. To perform duties of 
that kind we ought to have a most 
excellent staff of inspectors. The present 
staff of inspectors was organised under a 
different system in the days of payment 
by results, and consisted of inspectors 
who looked after the schools, and of sub- 





in 1895, so it has been in operation five | inspectors who did the rough work of 
years. The garden is about one rood in| individual examination, and saved the 
extent, and is worked as a whole, not in single | . tee tai Pet er iceay 

a, we i Co ie Ce wee. | OS ee a 
number, according to the number of eligible | work of that kind. Now, all inspectors 
boys, as they must be in Standard IV. and up-| have the same functions, and might be 
, « 7 5" Pegg ag apa ices ie | better divided into seniors and juniors. 

r rn § Ss as | e 
cee [ ¥ | An inspector ought to be a man of very 


man can successfully a The crops | * ‘ : ; 
grown are those of an ordinary kitchen garden, | liberal education, to have his mind and 


and such as would be grown in the lads’ | faculties very well deve!oped, and to have 
gardens at apey — half the — area | considerable knowledge of the history of 
is given over to fruit cultivation, gooseberries, | education, not only in: this country, but 


eurrants, raspberries, and strawberries. Apple | ‘ Q 
culture is taught: from my own fruit borders. | in other countries ; and he ought to have 


Flower culture is not neglected, as the boys | some experience himself of teaching. 
ony a a Sion — ee | But, above all, you want an inspector of 
etc., an ceep fe lawn and edges trim. | sae sol = an . 
pete ep the work in a good general | character—an inspector who has sufficient 
|independence to dare to tell the truth, 


garden (except greenhouse and hothouse work) AL ; 
is done here by the lads. My aim is not so | because all central authorities like to 


much to turn out ‘horticulturists’ as to | reward people who prophesy smooth 
make the lads take an interest in their | things. Since the time of the prophet 


own gardens at home, and to work these on | 2 : 
proper principles. We take elementary botany | who announced to Ahab impending 


as a class subject, and the scientific Jessons | death, disagreeable truths have always 
therein — ty Sage ae = _ @${/been punished with affliction rather 
possible in the plant life of the garden. I may ea:? : : 

say that there is no lesson that the boys enjoy | than welcomed with rte Inspectors 
more than their Friday afternoon gardening should be appointed for life. I have 
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received a letter from the Secretary of 
the Cambridge Appointments Association, 
in which he says— 

“We have several applications from men 
who wish to be sub-inspectors of schools. They 
know that they could not possibly get an 
appointment as inspector, and therefore they 
fall back upon the lower-paid appointment. 
But as far as I can see there is no entry for 
them unless they will risk a long period of 
training. One who wishes for sucha berth is 
a Trinity man who took a first in classics, 
knows a good deal of French and German, and 
would do his work conscientiously. But I 
suppose it would be rash to advise such a man 
to go to a training college on the chance of 
being afterwards appointed.” 

That shows that there is ample material 
among the growing youth out of which 
inspectors can be chosen. As to women 
inspectors, if the Committee will recollect 
how large a proportion of the children in 
the schools consists of infants and girls 
they will see that women inspectors are a 
very desirable addition to our staff. An 
* experiment was made in the appointment 
of some a few years ago, and that experi- 
ment has been very successful. At present 
they are all of the lowest rank—the 
second class of the sub-inspectors; but 
even for such positions there are now 
upon the books of the Education Depart- 
ment a very large number of applications 
from very highly trained women, who have 
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taken high degrees at Oxford and Cam- | 


bridge, who have had teaching experience, 
and who have an enormous amount of 
zeal for and desire to promote the interests 
of education. That will show the com- 
mittee that, as far as inspectors are con- 
cerned, men and women, we have ample 
material on which to draw for the very 
best kind of inspectors ; and that now 
that the Department will have to depend 
so much upon its inspectors for the 
efficiency of its schools there is no danger 
of the system breaking down. I am very 
much obliged to the Committee for 
listening to this long explanation. I 
wanted to show that we must not rest 
with the idea that the reform of the 
present Code is accomplished, but that it 
only gives the opportunity of really im- 
proving ourschools. I have sketched out 
some of the conditions which will have 
to be fulfilled, some of the difficulties 
which will have to be faced, and some of 
the things which will have to be accom- 
plished before the expectations which 
have been excited by the new departure 
can be really satisfied as to improvement in 
the elementary education of the country. 


Sir J. Gorst. 


{COMMONS} 
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*Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 


shire, Arfon): After hearing his inte- 


resting exposition of the principles 
of the Education Code, one regrets 


that the right hon. Gentleman was not 
the responsible Minister for Education 
during the last four years, for if we had 
had him, a keen lover of education, who 
knows the principles of education, not 
merely to give us this exposition, but to 
translate it into schemes of nractical 
a 
advantage to the country, it would have 
been a great boon and a commanding 
benefit to all classes. But what has he 
done really 1 He has given us admirable 
suggestions, but he has practically pointed 
out no single real remedy. He has given 
us grievances, he has desired to do away 
with them, and he has applied sticking 
plaster to the arm of a man suffering from 
heart disease. I thoroughly sympathise 
with almost everything he has said, but 
at the same time he has been addressing 
a letter to posterity in the vague hope 
that that letter some day or other may 
reach its destination. He has told us the 
shortcomings of rural schools and infant 
schools. He has pointed out what were the 
reforms needed for teachers. I believe we 
are all in agreement with his suggestions. 
Already educationists have pointed out 
these grievances and the means by which 
they may be remedied. Take, for in- 
stance, the question of rural schools. 
The right hon. Gentleman has said, and 
said rightly, that it is a matter of impossi- 
bility to fill the rural schools with efficient 
teachers. Why? One reason is that in 
spite of an aid-grant amounting to three- 
quarters of a million, and in spite of 
another grant on the block principle in 
the new Code, most of which will go to 
Voluntary and rural schools, there 1s no 
provision in the Code or in any other 
scheme proposed by the right hon. Gentle- 
man to enable these schools to be filled 
with admirably equipped _ teachers. 
During the Whitsuntide holidays I have 
visited several rural schools, some of them 
being Church schools and some Voluntary 
schools of other kinds, and the teachers 
have told me that they are obliged to 
keep their schools filled with apprentices 
and with that wonderful factor in our 
educational system, namely, “Article 
68.” Why is this? Because the teachers 
themselves have no power to select their 
own assistants. In one Church school 
the headmaster told me that he was in- 
variably handicapped, and when I asked 
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whether he could not select the most 


brilliant boy or girl to become his assistant, , 


he replied that not merely could he not 
get his assistants from the majority of 
the children, but he could never get them 
at all, as the power of selection rested 
with the manager. I say that the 
teachers themselves who have trained the 


children and who know their mental power 


and teaching capacity, are the people 
who should select the assistants. Then 
the right hon. Gentleman has submitted 
another proposition with regard to these 
rural schools. He says the teachers 
ought to come from urban schools or from 
places where the teachers can be trained. 
Why cannot the managers of these 
Voluntary schools, who are receiving so 
much grant, see that these teachers are 
properly trained and efficiently equipped 
for their work. The Archbishop of 
Canterbury said yesterday that the sub- 
scriptions this year in connection with 
Church schools had sunk below the figure 
at which they stood in 1897. Surely 
with this aid-grant and the grant on the 
block principle the managers of these 
schools ought to furnish what I consider 
to be the most important factor—a really 
good teacher, one who has been properly 
endowed as regards education, both as 
to scholarship and as to technical training. 
But we do not get such teachers. A few 
years ago a committee of experts sat to 
inquire into the pupil teacher system. 
The chairman of that committee was a 
clergyman of the Church of England, the 
Senior Inspector of Schools. All the 
members of that committee were agreed 
that this system of getting teachers on 
the cheap child-labour principle was a 
vicious one, and ought to be remedied by 
the pupil teachers and apprentices being 
sent to secondary schools or to pupil- 
teacher centres, and prohibited from 
teaching until they were better trained 
and more intellectually equipped. Our 
rural schools are simply filled with little 
boys and girls and “ Articles 68.” It was 
reported to me the other day that in the 
Oxford Diocese about 40 per cent. of the 
pupil teachers belonged to “ Article 68.” 
That is ashameful state of affairs, because, 
after all, “ Article 68” in the majority 





of cases means a female who can show 


a certificate of good health or a certificate 
that she has been properly vaccinated, 
and may be without any teaching diploma 
whatsoever. Such a system would not 
be tolerated in Switzerland, Germany, 
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France, and America, in fact, in any 
other civilised country except our own. 
The right hon. Gentleman has said that in 
Wales we are doing something with our 
pupil teachers. In my constituency, and 
in the neighbouring division, some of the 
school boards have established a system 
of sending intending pupil teachers to 
our county schools, where they study for 
two or three years before they begin to 
teach. There is no sense in putting boys 
or girls 14 or 15 years of age to teach 
classes of forty or fifty children. This 
is not a sectarian question at all. It is 
simply a question of educating more manly 
men and more womanly women. But 
until you train your teachers and give 
them all the powers possible through 
education in centres and secondary schools 
where they can mix with children drawn 
from all classes, you will not get the sort 
of teachers who can bring humanizing 
methods to bear on their pupils. Then 
there is the question of giving money 
for the training of these teachers. I 
would vote for an even better grant than 
the aid grant and the block system grant. 
I would support the State spending a 
million of money in educating our 
teachers. After all, what would a million 
of money be, spent in that way, when we 
can spend forty or fifty millions on war ! 
One million, if properly administered, 
would be ample to train our juvenile 
apprentices by having them sent to 
secondary schools. I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman before he leaves his oftice will 
be able to do something in this direction. 
We all know what a fine educationist 
he is, but whenever he has attempted 
to put his desires into practical shape 
he has been handicapped and _ crippled. 
He is very much like another great 
educationist in this country who tried 
to preach the same gospel—a man 
who was, perhaps, one of the finest in- 
spectors we ever had—namely, Mr. 
Matthew Arnold. The right hon. Gentie- 
man’s words breathed the spirit of Mr. 
Matthew Arnold ; but like him he seems 
to be losing faith in his own ideals, 
‘** Let them have it as they will ; 
We are tired: best be still.” 


However, I hope in this Committee the 
right hon. Gentleman’s plea will be 
sutticiently backed in his right endeavours, 
and not by educationists on one side of 
the Honse, as this question is altogether 
above sectarianism and party. Then 
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there is the question of sending teachers 
te training colleges. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that existing training 
colleges are inadequate. I think the 
present equipment of training ~— S 
can be reformed, and I will tell the Com- 
mittee why. Most of the training col- 
leges are denominational, Out of forty- 


three, thirty-five are purely denomina- 
tional, and admission is generally con- 


ditioned upon connection with a particular 
church. Therefore, owing tothe fact that 
our training colleges are left in the hands 
of denominational authorities, we are 
losing the best and most efficient teachers 
every year. We have excellent day 
training colleges. There are fourteen of 
them which are of vital importance, as 
being open to all. But we ought to 
give sufficient grants to keep the students 
either in a hostel or in a home. In day 
training colleges we pay for the training 
of females £30 a year—£10 for instruc- 
tion and £20 for the hostel; while for 
males we pay £10 for instruction and 
£25 for maintenance. But in the denomi- 
national colleges we pay £50 a year. Why 
should there be that disparity? The 
grant for the day training colleges should 
be brought up to the level of that for the 
denomin: ational colleges, and the denomi- 
national colleges should be freed fcom the 
provisions and regulations which debar 
the best Queen’s scholars from entering 
them. In dealing with this question I 
desire also to suggest that we should 
combine in order to bring pressure to 
bear upon the Government. I know the 
present condition of things is not the fault 
of the right hon. Gentleman, or of the 
Board of Education. I know there are 
officials humane enough to adopt these 
schemes, and practical enough to carry 


them into effective force. What is 
wanted is that pressure should be 
brought to bear upon the Cabinet. 


As far as I can see, the only persons who 
at the present time exercise any in- 
fluence are the Archbishop of Canterbury 
and some noble Churchmen. We ought 
to free our education from sectarian in- 
fluences, and mould it in the highest 
interests of the State. There is nothing 


like education to raise the status of 
citizenship. Germany and Switzerland | 
have seen this. In Switzerland they 


pay 24d. per head of the 
tion for the training of teachers, 
we in a rich country like Britain 
scarcely a penny per head. 


Mr. William Jones. 


(COMMONS} 
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sufficient grant to equip our schools with 


proper teachers, and so remedy the 
deplorable state of things now existing. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, E) ; 
I agree that the new Code introduced 
by the Government is the beginning of a 
new system of elementary education, | 
think we have now had a new light 
thrown upon the advantages of teaching 
country children under this system, and 
we can only express the earnest hope 
that the right hon. Gentleman will 
inspire the same intelligent — spirit 
into all these institutions. If that 
is so we shall soon have a _ new 
era of teaching in our elementary 
schools. My principal object in rising is 
to call attention toa very remarkable and 
significant omission from the speech of 
my right hon. friend—I mean the entire 
absence of any statement as to higher 
education and what policy the new Board 
is likely to pursue. We spent some time 
last session discussing this question, and 
we certainly understood that something 
would be done without any more delay 
than was absolutely necessary, and that 
some time in the spring the new Board 
would come into active existence and 
take up seriously its duties as regards 
higher education. This is the only 
legitimate opportunity which this House 
is likely to have this session of dis- 
cussing this question, and I wish to take 
advantage this afternoon of the oppor- 
tunity afforded by this Estimate to ask 
some questions as to the position and the 
policy of the new Board as affecting 
higher as well as elementary education. 
I ventured to ask my right hon. friend a 
question the other day* as to the powers 
that would be transferred to the new 
Board, and as to the date when it would be 
fully constituted. I hope that to-night 
he will be able to give me a more satis- 
factory answer than he gave upon that 
He stated that before long 


occasion. 

—that was the indefinite expression 
he used—there would be a state- 
ment upon this subject made in 


another place. I venture to say that if 
he repeats that answer to- night this 
House will hardly take it as satisfactory. 
We were given to understand last year 
that from the time this Act came into 
force if we did not have here in this 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
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House a responsible Cabinet Minister as 
President of the Board of Education we 
should, at any rate, have the right hon. 


{14 June 1900} 


Gentleman, or someone who was in a} 


position to speak with authority for the 
new Board, instead of having to deal 
with it as we have done before in a most 


unsatisfactory way. So far as we have | 


seen at present, the new Act has had very 
little effect, and many of us cannot help 
thinking that the cause of education 
suffers very much from not having in this 
House of Commons a responsible Cabinet 
Minister representing the Education De- 
partment. We know that the right hon. 
Gentleman does everything he can in this 
direction, and we have to thank him for 
many improvements in many matters in 
connection with the new Code this year ; 
but we should be very much more satis- 
fied if he were authorised to speak with 


Minister in the position of President 
or responsible Vice-President of the 
new Board, and was able to tell us not 
only what the difficulties are, but also 
what is the general policy of the new 
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powers should be transferred to the new 
Board from the existing Department. 
| I think it is the more necessary because 
we have recently had laid upon the Table 
| what is professedly the outcome of the 
| Act of last session, namely, a draft Order 
in Council. I do not know how far I am 
in order in asking questions about the 
Order in Council as regards the transfer 


_ of certain powers of the Charity Commis- 


‘the authority which attaches to a Cabinet | 


Board for remedying these defects, and | 
give us some assurance that those diffi- | 


culties would be really remedied. It really 


comes to this, that in the present position | 


of affairs the House of Commons has lost 
its control over the educational policy of 
the country. Ido not think that ought 
to be the case when we have so recently 
passed a new Act. My right hon. friend 
will perhaps forgive me if I repeat this 
afternoon one or two questions which [ 
put to him the other day. I hope he 
will be able to tell us before this debate 
ends why there has not yet been appointed 
any Assistant Secretary for Higher Edu- 
cation. Perhaps he will be able to tell 
us what line is to be drawn as regards 
the appointment of such an assistant 
secretary, and whether technical and 
secondary education are to be divided in 
the future. He may also be in a position 
to say whether the Government will lay 
upon the Table of the House the Report 
of the Departmental Committee which 
inquired so carefully into this question. 
We do not desire to insist upon every 
portion of that Report being laid upon the 
Table of the House, but Iam sure many 
of us would like to know what the reasons 
are that lie at the bottom of the policy 
which is to be adopted by the new Board 
of Education, and how far the Depart- 
mental Committee 


sioners, but think I shall be in order 
in asking a few general questions. 
There are two clauses in that Order. 
The first clause relates to England and 
Wales at any rate, and, as far as I can 
understand, it merely transfers certain 
concurrent rights to inspect, which are 
the necessary concomitant of the Act of 
last year. Those powers are not taken 
away from the Charity Commissioners, 
but are left in their hands, and are given 
concurrently to the new Board. What I 
should like to know is this—will there be 
a concurrent inspector of secondary 
schools under the dual system, or will the 
new Board inspect education, leaving the 
Charity Commissioners to inspect the 
financial administration? We do not 
want any more inspections than are 
absolutely necessary, and I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman and the Govern- 
ment will see that there is no overlapping 


in this matter, and that there is no multi- 


| for England ? 


plication of inspecting authorities, because 
we have enough of them already. When 
we come to the other clause of the Order 
in Council we find that it is confined to 
Wales alone. Why, I would ask, is this 
transfer to take place for Wales and not 
What good reason can the 
right hon. Gentleman give us why the 
Board of Education should not have 
similar powers as regards secondary 
schools in England as Wales possesses ? 
I know only of one reason, and that is 
that there already exists an Intermediary 
Edueation Act in Wales, although it is 
nearly five years since the Commission 
reported upon the necessity of a similar 
Act for England. If that is the only 
reason I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will assure us that a very short time will 
elapse before a similar Act is passed for 
this country. We have had very recently 


some light thrown upon this subject. We 


found the other day that in the view of 
the Government it was advisable that the 
powers now vested in the Charity Com- 
missioners should be transferred to the 


recommended that | Board of Education in respect of the City 
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of Birmingham. I should like to know 
why this should not also apply to other 
parts. What is good for Birmingham 
should be good for other places. Is it 
not desirable that all these great educa- 
tional endowments should be under the 
new Board of Education rather than half 
under one body and half under another ? 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman will let 
us know in short what is to be the policy 
of the Government. Is the new Board to 
be the central authority for secondary 
education as well as for elementary edu- 
cation ? If that is so, ought not the new 
Board to take over the powers of the 
Board of Agriculture in regard to educa- 
tion? As the right hon. Gentleman has 
pointed out, agriculture is a subject which 
has to be taught in elementary schools, 
but the Board of Agriculture has nothing 
whatever to do with the elementary 
schools or the secondary schools, speaking 
generally. They have nothing to do with 
the science schools where the principles 
of agriculture form part of the education. 
The only institutions in the country 
where the Board of Agriculture have 
any supervision, and where it is their 
duty to inspect, are those few institutions 
whichare directly aided byTreasury grants, 
and administered by the Board of Agricul- 
ture. Surely,what we wantissome body that 
contains within itself a body of inspectors 
with agricultural knowledge and keenly 
interested in agricultural affairs, who 
shall keep an eye on every class of schools 
in the country where agriculture or any- 
thing hearing upon agriculture forms part 
of the system of education. We cannot 
expect the Treasury to authorise a double 
set of inspectors for agricultural education 
in this country. If this is the case, then 
surely the new Board ought to take over 
the educational inspection now exercised 
by the Board of Agriculture. I do not 
think that the Board of Agriculture 
should he divested of its powers for 
research. We have a very good pre- 
cedent in the case of Scotland, where a 
few years ago the ordinary inspection 
exercised by the Board of Agriculture 
was given over to the new education 
department, the Board retaining its 
powers for research and experiment. 
That division is perfectly feasible ; 
it has worked very smoothly in Scotland, 
and I hope the new Board will see its 
way to adopt it also. There is another 
subject which I hope the new Board will 
lose no time in dealing with, and that is 


Mr. Hobhouse. 


‘COMMONS} 
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the question of evening continuation 
schools. For a long time in country dis- 
tricts evening continuation schools have 
been growing it is true, but growing very 
slowly and spasmodically, and without 
any proper system of encouragement 
from the local authorities. If the right 
hon. Gentleman will consult the Return 
of evening continuation schools he will 
see that the number of these schools 
differs enormously in different counties, 
and I think he will agree with me that 
the great variety in the numbers which 
exists is largely due to the fact that in some 
counties these schools are encouraged and 
subsidised to a very large extent by the 
county authorities, whereas in other 
counties they are not subsidised at all. 
It may be invidious to mention names, 
but it can be clearly shown that evening 
continuation schools exist and flourish 
where they are aided not so much by the 
present inadequate Treasury grants, but 
where the Treasury grants are supple- 
mented and completed by the county 
authorities. For that reason I venture to 
urge on the new Department the desira- 
bility of allowing county authorities, 
especially county authorities who are 
recognised under Clause 7, .to undertake 
the supervision of these schools outside 
the large towns. In the large towns 
evening continuation schools are on the 
whole very well organised, but in small 
parishes they are not organised in the 
same manner, and it is in these cases that 
larger local areas are required for the 
organisation of our educational system. 
At present no county authority is under 
any statutory obligation to aid these con- 
tinuation schools. I consider the county 
authorities should be under some obliga- 
tion in the matter, and the best way of 
securing that is by allowing them to 
administer the Treasury grants for these 
schools in the same manner as is provided 
by Clause 7 for science and art schools. 
I suppose we shall have no further oppor- 
tunity of discussing this question during 
the present session. We are promised in 
the remote and distant future—a future 
always receding—the introduction of 
another Secondary Education Bill, but it 
is clear we have now arrived at a stage of 
the session when many hon. Members 
may think more important subjects 
remain to be discussed, and when it is 
useless to expect that we shall see or hear 
anything of another Secondary Education 
Bill during the present year. 
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*TuE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member | training which has taken place during 
js not entitled to discuss the prospects | late years, and the larger amount of dis- 
of future legislation. cretion now given to managers as to the 
kind of education that ought to be given. 

Mr. HOBHOUSE: I bow to your) I agree with what the Vice-President said 
ruling, Sir. I sincerely hope my right | as ‘to the importance of rural children 
hon. friend will be able to give us, before | being trained in habits of observation. 
the debate closes, a further statement with | In America training in habits of observa- 
regard to the constitution of the new | tivn is much greater than in this country. 
Board, the policy of the new Board, and | I had an opportunity of seeing something 
the view he takes of its functions as | of the educational system of America. 
regards higher education generally. I|I went over the great training school 
cannot think that in calling ‘attention to li in New York, the largest in the 
the higher branches of education I have | w orld, where 2,700 lady teachers 
exercised my opportunity of participating | go through a four years course in 
in this debate in any illegitimate manner. | order to fit them for the work of teaching 
After all, elementary education, though |in the elementary schools. I found in 
extremely important, as lying at the root | one class that thé subject of study was 
of our educational system, is amply dis- | the leaves of trees, their form, structure, 
cussed in many of its aspects year after | and uses. In another class the teachers 
year in this House. But we want in| were being taught the management of 
addition continuation schools and higher | the Stock Exchange and how to handle 
schools and thoroughly good technical | stocks and shares. In that way educa- 
instruction to complete the education of | tion in America is admirably practical, 
the children of this country, and until we | and is carried on exactly on the lines 
have a properly organised Department I | described by the right hon. Gentleman 
do not think the Committee will be satis- | this afternoon. Mr. Lowe once said that 
fied with the general results achieved. | our educational system was the worship 
of inutility. That is so no longer, 

*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : I | because I am glad to say that the Vice- 
desire to congratulate the Vice- President | President has a genuine enthusiasm for 
of the Council on the very interesting | education. He has had the good fortune 
statement he has made this afternoon. F seeing the resolution of the Berlin 
He always gives the Committee something | Conference, of which he was a member, 
original, something different from what | carried into effect—namely, that the half. 
we expected, and he has acted on that | time age should be raised to twelve. LIalso 
principle to-day. I congratulate the congratulate the right hon. Gentleman on 
iight hon, Gentleman on the various| the Bill’ passed by my hon. friend 
improvements he has been able to carry the Member for South Shields last 
through during his tenure of office. I session, to which he rendered valuable 
congratulate him on the block grant | assistance—namely, that children in the 
system and the abolition of the barbarous | agricultural districts should remain at 
system of payment by results, which for | school in winter time up to the age of 
a long time strangled the education of | thirteen. I also congratulate him on 
the country, and made the work of ele-| what, I think, is a very “good departure— 
mentary teachers perfectly intolerable. | namely, the grafting of a system of 
At the same time I think that some addi-| higher education on our present  ele- 
tions will be required. I think, for | mentary school system. That, I think, 
instance, that the difference between 21s. | is eminently practical, and will provide 
and 22s. is hardly sufficient to be an ade- | exactly what is required by the children 
quate stimulus to teachers. However, I | of what I may call the intelligent artisan 
believe that we are now on the right road | classes. I think, however, the limit of 
in adopting the principle of the systems | age ought to be extended to sixteen or 
of Germany and Switzerland. Fermerly | seventeen years. I also congratulate the 
our educational system was one of verbal | right hon. Gentleman on the great exten- 
pedantry, and I congratulate the Com-| sion of evening continuation schools. 
mittee on the steady advance we are| That is a question in which I take a very 
making in an intelligent conception of | deep interest. Many years ago [ 
what an educational ‘system should be, | myself carried through the House 
and on the large extension of manual | unanimously a resolution in favour of 
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establishing evening continuation schools. 
At that time the total attendance was 
only 30,000 ; now it is 435,000. That is 
a very gratifying increase, but we have 
still too many children leaving school 
altogether at twelve or thirteen, and for- 
getting nearly all they have learned. But 
there is no comparison even yet between 
our system of education and that of Ger- 
many. The technical schools ‘of Ger- 
many are most wonderful institutions, 
and to prepare for them the children 
pass through a long period of continu- 
ation schools up to the age of six- 
teen or seventeen. I have made these 
remarks on the general question with a 
view to congratulating the Vice-President, 
tut I desire now to make a few criticisms, 
not so much on the right hon. Gentleman 
personally as on the defects which spring 
out of our dual system of education. 
I will require to ask the indulgence of the 
Committee for a few minutes while I 
endeavour to show some of the results of 
the administration of the Education Acts 
of this country by the present Govern- 
ment, for I hold that under the adminis- 
tration of the present Government the 
defects of the dual system have been 
greatly aggravated. The fact is that 
clericalism in England is gradually pro- 
ducing similar results in this country as 
it has produced in France and most other 
Continental countries. Clericalism is now 
in control of a large portion of the edu- 
cation of this country. It is drawing its 
bands tighter and tighter, and it is coming 
more and more into collision with the 
convictions of the masses of the people, 
and often with the convictions of the 
teachers themselves. I am aware I cannot 
now discuss the foundations of our 
system of education, but I can 
discuss the question of administration. 
I allege that the law has been strained in 
favour of clerical pretensions. There is 
much more friction in the country now 
than there was a few years ago, and this 
friction has chiefly occurred among what I 
may call the Protestant and Noncon- 
formist sections of the country. Two and 
a half millions of children are now being 
educated in clerical schools. I must 
make a protest against what I conceive 
to be an abuse of the Education Act—an 
abuse which, when that Act was passed 
by the Liberal Government in 1870, it 
was never intended should be tolerated. 
It has become a customary thing to 
march the children of Nonconformists, as | 


Mr. Samuel Smith. 


{COMMONS} 
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well as other Protestant children, into 
church to attend what in some eases is 
called “the service of the Mass.” [| 
have had several cases brought before 
me in which the whole school is 
ex pected to march to Mass on saints’ 
days, which are very numerous in some 
schools. Now, I hold that that is a 
colourable evasion of the law. I do not 
think it is according to law, although the 
Vice-President of the Council has re- 
peatedly stated in this House that the 
Government or the Education Board has 
no right to interfere. I think that was 
not the view taken ten or twenty years 
ago, and I do not think it is the view 
that will be allowed to be taken ten or 
twenty years hence. I was challenged 
by the First Lord of the Treasury, on the 
day before the adjournment for the 
holidays, to give instances of such things, 
I gave one instance, although I had not 
prepared myself with all the detailed 
facts. But I have now a list of many 
cases, which, if necessary, I can give 
to the House, where children are marched 
to these services of the Mass. Out of a 
large number I select a few— 

“ALL SAINTS, HARLES?EN.—Children 
taken every saint’s day to Eucharist service, 
which is another name for the Mass. 

“ HASCOMBE VOLUNTARY SCHOOL. — 
Children sent to church every Tuesday in Lent. 

“ BERKHAMSTED, AND OTHER PLACES.— 
Children marched in procession to a service of 
a highly ritualistie character without the 
opportunity being given to the parents to 
object. 

“Str. BARTHOLOMEW’S, BR!IGHTON.—Two 
thousand children from the National schools 
marched once a week to hear Mass ina Church 
of England school. 

DORCHESTER, OXFORDSHIRE. —The scholars 
marched to a High Church mission without the 
permission of the parents.” 


Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University): 
The hon. Member says “without the 
permission of the parents.” Did the 
parents object ? 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: The children 
weie directed to go, and the parents 
were not asked whether they wished them 
to go or not. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: I ask the hon. 
Member how he makes the Board of 
Education responsible for these practices 4 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH :I have already 


intimated my opinion that it is a misuse 
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of the Education Act of 1870. 


matter. 


practices as these. 


{14 JUNE 1900} 


I am 
quite aware that the Board of Education | 
denies that it has any power in the 
However, I will not press the 
subject, except to repeat that in my 
opinion it is an abuse of the Act of 1870, 
and that there should be sufficient pro- 
tection for the children against such 
It is alleged that the | 
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| day, Ash Wednesdays, and other Church 
festivals, but a great fuss is made if a scholar 
stays away to attend a service at any of the 
Nonconformist places of worship. No child 
can become a pupil or enter the teaching pro- 
fession without first becoming a communicant, 
| and this has taken some from our churches and 
| is a great cause of annoyance.—(Thomas E. 
Wakefield. )” 


I will now give a still stronger case, 


Conscience Clause protects children | the particulars of which were collected by 
from compulsory attendance at these | Mr. Hirst Hollowell— 
services. I am assured it is not so in, «{ was written to by a small farmer in 


practice. 


ways children are penalised for non- 
attendance, so that poor parents dare 
They often hold their | 


not forbid them. 
houses on sufferance from large pro- 
prietors who are influenced by the vicar. 
I will give two or three specific cases 
in which the Conscience Clause has 
been abused— 


“LONGBRIDGE DEVERILL, WILTS.—A man 


and his wife came to work for a local farmer, | 


and attended the Primitive Methodist chapel. 


The children attended the Church of England | 
They claimed | 


school, the only one available. 
the Conscience Clause, to the astonishment 
of the teachers and managers. At the end of 
the school year the eldest boy obtained one of 
the vicar’s prizes (which was a prayer book). 


Qn saints’ days the school was closed, and the | 
children were taken to church, but this boy | 


was set to work to clean out the school water- 
closets, ete. 
village and in many others in Wiltshire 
to-day, where the priests are members of the 
E.C.U. and other such societies. 

“DEVIZES, .WILTS 
—There are nine hundred Nonconfor- 
mist Sunday school scholars in Devizes. 
Five hundred of them at 
compelled to attend Roman Catholic or 
Anglican day schoo!s, mostly Anglican. 
Sacramentarian 


here. Not long ago one of my Sunday scholars 
wanted to be a teacher in St. James’s School. 
I missed him from my Sunday school, and 
when I inquired, the mother said that he was 
obliged to go to church. 


“LupLow.—The rector is a High Church- 
man. Many children of Nonconformist 
parents attend his school. Saints’ days are 
regularly observed, and on many of them the 
children are marched to the parish church. 


To-day, for instance, being Ascension Day, he | 
The | 
district visitors do their best to induce the | 


has all the children taken to church. 


parents to send their children to the National 
school, and to my knowledge persuaded a 
woman close by my house to take her children 
from the British school, telling her that her 


children were being taught heretical doctrine. | 


—(W. O. Robinson.) 


“CAMELFORD, CORNWALL. — Church of 
England school here with 250 scholars ; three- 


I am told that in many | 


This is the spirit shown in that | 


(The Rev. J. Day). | 


least are | 


Elton, Derbyshire, not long ago, and he said 
| that he had demanded the Conscience 
Clause at the Church of England school for 
| his children, with the result that for several 
| mornings they were kept shut in asmall cloak- 
room for three-quarters of an hour in the 
| suffocating air without education. At my 
request he demanded different treatment, and 
got it; but the fact that his children were 
| treated in the way they were shows the spirit 
in which the Conscience Clause is often 
carried out. At Thrapston, Northampton- 
| shire, a mother came to me and said she was a 
Baptist, but, having to send her child to the 
| Church of England school, the only one in the 
town, she sent a request that her child should 
not be taught the Creed or Catechism. In 
| spite of this both were taught to her, and one 
day the child, in school, said, ‘ Please, teacher, 
'mother says I am not to be taught this.” 
Before the whole school the teacher answered, 
‘Oh, your mother does not believe in the 
Catechism, then. What does she believe ? 
Does she believe in the devil ?’” 


The Rev. J. T. Horne, Crewe, writes on 
| 17th January, 1900— 


“Many Free Churchmen in the town are 
subject to the indignity of having their 
children marched to the Established Church. 
| for the purpose of being taught sacramenta- 
| rian doctrines before the school work proper is 
| commenced.” 


teaching, it is very well | 
known, is directly given in the day schools | 


St. Barnabas, Crewe, is a church where 
this practice is carried on. In reply to a 
complaint, the Education Department 
said, in a letter dated 26th April, 1900— 

“With regard to religious instruction I am 
to invite your attention to Section 7, Sub- 
Section 1 of the Elementary Education Act, 
1870.” 


A question was put in the House of Com- 
mons by Mr. C. P. Trevelyan as to 
whether it was legal for school managers 
'to march scholars to religious worship 
during school hours without first obtain- 


|ing the permission of the parents. The 
reply was to the effect that— 
| “The practice of occasionally _ taking 


scholars to places of worship during the time 
| set apart for religious instruction has never 


fourths of them are children of Nonconformists. | been objected to by the Committee of Council, 
A general holiday is given on Confirmation | and is in their opinion legal.” 
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At any rate the country is getting to! partment in this case indicated that there 
clearly understand how the law is being | were 158 free places in St. Augustine’s 
carried out. I wish to ask the Vice-| Roman Catholic School, and it hag 
President whether it is legal for the | reduced the claims from 406 to 142 partly 
Anglican clergy who teach the Mass and | on the ground that there are these places 
the Confessional to remove teachers from|in the Roman Catholic school. The 
their schools who refuse to teach such | general policy seems to be that while 
doctrines ? I have letters from National | there is any spare room in Roman Catho- 
School teachers telling me this is the lic schools there is no necessity to build 
ease. One informs me that the vicar schools for Protestant children. 
threatened to dismiss him unless he 

joined the Confraternity of the Blessed Sir J.GORST: It is not the policy ; 
Sacrament. The insecurity of the | it is the law. 

tenure of Voluntary teachers makes them 

the slaves of the parish clergyman. Mr, *Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: Well, it is 
Jackman, president of the National | entirely opposed to the feeling of the 
Union of Teachers, gives some deplorable , country. At Levenshulme all parents 
cases of arbitrary eviction. He mentions | of children in and above Standard IL, 
that a mistress was dismissed because she | applying for free education, were in- 
would not attend “ Early Communion” ; a | formed that free places would be provided 
master was dismissed because he attended | fur their children at St. Mary’s, Levens- 
evangelical services in the neighbouring | hulme. This is a Roman Catholic school. 
village ; another because he refused to | The parents were individually addressed 
chant the psalms ; another because by the Department, and Hilda Margaret 
he refused to sit in the choir, and| Harrison was one of the children so 
another because he managed the village directed to attend. At Clayton-le-Moors, 
library. Surely it is time this tyranny near Accrington, six parents received 
should be put an end to. Iam informed’ letters from the Department directing 
that there are 2,700 ritualistic clergy | them to send their children to St. Mary’s 
who have complete control of 2,700) Roman Catholic School. Amongst them 
Voluntary schools. Another grievous | were Mr. D. Bashall, Mr. J. H. Hacking, 
abuse is that by order of the Depart-| Mrs. 8. A. Griffiths, and Mr. J. Aldritt, 
ment considerable numbers of Protestant | who objected to send their children to 
children are obliged to attend Roman; Roman Catholic schools. Thirty-two 
Catholic schools owing to the absence of applications for free places were made at 
Board schools with free education. It is| Rugby. The Education Department re- 
generally supposed that elementary educa- plied that there were free places at 
tion is now free, but this is a delusion in the Roman Catholic schools. It was 
some places so far as Protestants are con-| rejoined that the parents were Pro- 
cerned. At Southport the parents of | testants, but the Department again stated 
1,200 children applied for free places, and that the Roman Catholic schools contained 
on 19th November, 1896, the Department | the only places available. I assert that 
directed 300 of these children to find free | this is an intolerable abuse, and is done 
places in St. Mary’s Roman Catholic under the clerical pressure which is 
school and the Dean Cooke Roman _ brought to bear on the Education Depart- 
Catholic Memorial School, and informed ment. The High Anglicans much prefer 
300 more that they must wait until a new that children should be sent to Roman 
Church of England school was built in Catholic schools than to Board schools, 
the Marshside district. Nearly all the and Iam informed that now under the 
children in question are of Protestant School Board system of London consider- 
families,and most of them Nonconformists. able numbers of Protestant children are 
Claims for 406 free places were sent in | forced into Roman Catholic schools. I 
at Chorlton-cum-ilardy. At the request quote from a letter I received last year 
of the Education Department the school | from a London Board School teacher— 
attendance officer of the district council | The Romish schools in London are swarm- 
made an investigation. Subsequently @/| ing with Protestant children, who are being 
notice was issued by the Department re- | indoctrinated and trained at first hand by 


quiring 142 new free places. This notice Romish teachers, not at second hand, as in the 


: ‘ é ao | Church of England schools. | How can this be 
expired on 20th January, 1900, but proved? By asking for a Return of Protestant 


as yet nothing has been done. The De- | children who are attending Roman Catholic 


Mr. Samuel Smith. 
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schools in the London School Board district. 
Once in these schools, we know what will 
happen. How, then, have these children got 
into Romish schools? Not certainly by the 
wish of their parents, but against it. They are 
driven into these schools by the direct action 
of the employees and officials of the London 
School Board. This is the process. A poor 
working man’s child presents himself or herself 
for admission to a Board school. The signs of 
the parents’ hard lot are visible on the child. 
Though clean, his or her clothes are not so 
good—they are most likely patched, and not 
cut in the latest fashion—as the poor hard- 
worked mother has been the tailor. The 
superior head teacher looks at the child, 
sees at a glance the class it belongs 
to, and does not consider it fit companion for 
the well-clad children of the clerks and trades- 
men, Whose children are getting a superior 
education for nothing at that school. So the 
superior head teacher shakes his or her head, 
and, under one pretence or other, illegally 
refuses to admit the child. The visitor then 
comes round and finds the child not in attend- 
ance. The mother reports the refusal. The 
visitor then, instead of reporting the refusal to 
headquarters, as he is bound to do, for his 
own ease, or to please the teacher, suggests 
the Romish school. The poor parents, harried 
by the school board, are driven, for the sake 
of peace, to send the children to the last place 
they would otherwise wish them to go.” 


The right hon. Gentleman, I perceive, 
does not believe the truth of this state- 
ment. 
verify it. 


Sir J. GORST: I do not disbelieve the | 


statement. I say that is a question 
alfecting the gentlemen composing the 
school board. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: Let me goto 
another point—the use to which Anglican 
training colleges are put by the extreme 
clerical party. I do not know how far I 


will be allowed to advert to this question, | 


but I may point out that nearly all the 


certificated teachers for Voluntary schools | 


are trained in denominational residential 


training colleges, the great bulk of which | 


belong to the National Church. There 
are forty-four residential training colleges 
and only fourteen day training colleges, 


80 that many Board School teachers are | 


also taken from the former ; and I wish to 
point out to the House that the examining 
bodies of these colleges can lay down 
what rules they choose for the entrance 
of students. They can exclude altogether 
rotestant Nonconformists unless they 
abandon their faith; but they may go 
futher than this, I strongly suspect 
they have the power of excluding even 
Protestant Churchmen, because I find 


{14 JuNE 1900} 


I hope means will be taken to | 
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that the heads of some of these col- 
leges are Ritualists, members of the 
English Church Union and the Con- 
fraternity of the Blessed Sacrament. The 
principal of Culham College in the Oxford 
diocese is a member of Lord Halifax’s 
Society, the English Church Union ; so is 
the chaplain of Truro College. The 
National Society undertakes to examine 
the candidates for admission to these col- 
leges on religious knowledge, and the 
majority of its examiners I am told are 
titualists believing in sacerdotal doctrines, 
and the Rev. Canon Brownrigg, its gene- 
| ral secretary, is a member of the English 
| Church Union and formerly of the Holy 
| Cross Society. 

| *Sir F. S. POWELL (Wigan): I am 
sorry to interrupt the hon. Gentleman, 
| but 1 cannot hear a word he is saying. 


| *Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I was saying 
|that the Rev. Canon Brownrigg, the 
| general secretary, is a member of the 
| English Church Union and formerly of 
| the Holy Cross Society. 


| 
| 
| 
| 








*Tue CHAIRMAN: Order, order! I 
do not know what the religious views of 
'these gentlemen have to do with the 
Board of Education Vote. 


| 


| *Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I bow to 
| your ruling, Sir, and will merely ask the 
right hon. Gentleman whether even should 
these colleges believe in auricular con- 
| fession he has a right to offer advice——- 


j 
| 
| 
| 


Sm J. GORST: No; none whatever. 





| *Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: And I wish 
| to know from the Vice-President whether 
it is competent for the examining body to 
exclude from any training college Protes- 
tant Churchmen who refuse to profess 
faith in auricular confession ; or is the 
Department powerless? This is a vital 
| question for the future of this country. I 
wish to ask whether the large grants 
which the Education Board gives to 
Anglican residential colleges will be with- 
held if they recommend the students to 
go to confession, as is done in several 
theological colleges ? 


Sir J. GORST: No. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: Then I would 
like to know what is the meaning of this 
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article in the Day School Code dealing 
with admission into training colleges. 
Article 118 (page 27, Code of Regula- 
tions)— 


“The Department may refuse to recognise | 


in a training college any student who has, 
subsequently to the publication of the list of 


Queen’s scholars, signed an engagement to | 


enter another training college without the 
written consent of the authorities of the latter 
college. In other respects the authorities of 
each college settle their own terms of admis- 
sion.” 


And, again, what is the force of Article 
119— 

“Upon proof by the authorities of any col- 
lege that candidates have not fulfilled the 
conditions signed by them on admission into 


the college, the Department may refuse to | 


grant parchment certificates to such candi- 
dates, or to recognise them as certified 
teachers ” ? 


Sir J. GORST: The conditions to! 


which the hon. Gentleman refers are the 
conditions which shall be required in the 
teacher. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I hope it 
may be so, but it is put down here in the 
most extreme form. May I further ask 
the Vice-President if the cognisance of 
the Department extends to the manuals 
of history taught in training colleges? Is 
it held that any version of English his- 
tory, however falsified to suit Ritualist 
prejudices, may be drilled into the pupils 
at these colleges? This is no imaginary 
evil. A class of historians has recently 
appeared who unite in one aim, that is, 
to disparage the Protestant Reformation, 
and to vility the reformers of the sixteenth 
and the Puritans of the seventeenth cen- 
tury. I wish to know if the Department 


has anything to say about historical | 


teaching, concerning which that accurate 
historian, Mr. J. Horace Round, states— 


“The matter becomes really serious when | 
our schools are flooded, through the agency of | 


the clergy, under the guise of faithful history, 
with treatises in which notorious facts are 
either ignored or explained away.” 


Is the Vice-President 
Archbishop’s chief inspector of religious 
knowledge in training colleges holds up 
to admiration in his text book absolutism 
in Church and State, and praises as 
great Englishmen Archbishop Laud and 


Charles I., while he holds up to contempt | 
the reformers of the sixteenth century, and | 
Puritans like Cromwell, Hampden and | 
This is an 


Milton in the seventeenth ? 
Mr. Samuel Smith. 


{COMMONS} 


aware that the’ 
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| age of Imperialism. The present Govern- 
|ment represents the Imperialistic spirit. 
| It plumes itself on binding the colonies 
|to the mother country by the closest 
of ties. It also wishes, in which I 
entirely agree, to cement a cordial 
alliance with our kinsmen in the United 
States. <A great Anglo-Saxon confedera- 
/tion looms in the distance as an ideal 
which fires the imagination of millions. 
Is this likely to be brought about by 
insulting the memory of the Puritan 
_ settlers in New England ; by describing the 
vast Protestant communities of America, 
Canada, and Australasia as “ Protestant 
heretics” ; by training up the next gene- 
ration of Englishmen to despise the men 
who founded the great Commonwealths 
across the ocean? The best blood of the 
New World came of the victims of 
priestly tyranny in this country. The 
men of the “ Mayflower ” are held in reve- 
rence both in the United States and in 
Canada, and here we have a reactionary 
school of clericalism insulting their 
memory and holding up priestly bigots to 
the admiration of the risiig generation. 
Will not the same result happen in this 
country as in France? The Dreyfus case 
shows the lengths to which priestly 
bigotry will go. France is divided into 
two nations—the clerical and the anti- 
clerical—and each tries to destroy the 
other. So it is in Italy; so it is fast 
coming to be into every European country. 
Are we to see England rent into clerical 
and anti-clerical through the abuse of our 
national system of education ? 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man must really address himself to the 


auestion before the Committee. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: Then I will 
not pursue that, but will turn to the 
school board question. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : 


Education has no control over that. 


The Board of 
The 


school board depends upon the electorate. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I will ask 
your ruling upon this, Sir. Suppose a 
school board breaks the education law by 
requiring a catechism to be taught, 
is there no power in the Executive to 
require the Board to comply with the 
law 1 


*THE CHAIRMAN: If the hon. Gen- 


tleman alleges that there is some power 
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57 
in the Board of Education which the 
Board has not exercised, and that the 
law has been broken in any particular, of 
course the hon. Gentleman is entitled to 
go into it. I understood the hon. Gentle- 
man to complain that in certain school 
poards certain gentlemen hold certain 
religious views. 
Education has nothing to do with that. 


{14 June 1900} 
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|The only thing the Education Department 


Clearly the Board of | 


That has nothing to do with the Educa- | 


tion Vote. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: The Liver- 
pool School Board endeavoured to intro- 
duce a catechism into the Board schools. 
When the Vice-President was 


asked | 


whether it was legal, he replied that it | 
was so because not distinctive of any de- | 


nomination. I altogether deny this con- 
struction of the Act of 1870. 
al formularies distinctive of particular | 


It forbids | 


denominations. This catechism was based | 


upon one published under the auspices of 
the Free Church Council—in my opinion 


ing, yet I hold it was a colourable evasion 
of the Act of 1870 to teach it in Board 
schools. 


| Cecil). 
an excellent compendium of Bible teach- | 


I am told it has now been with- | 


drawn. A similar attempt has been made | 


to introduce catechetical teaching at a 
board school at Seacombe, in Cheshire ; 


and at the Board school at Church Cop- 


penhall, near Crewe, the rector, who was 
chairman of the school board, displayed 
the parish almanac in the Board school, 
containing the following statements— 


“Registration means that a child of wrath 
has heen born into the world. Holy baptism 
means that your child is born again of water 
and the Spirit. We are not Christians until 
we have been christened or baptised. 

“The supernatural powers entrusted to the | 
first Agden for the benefit of men’s souls, 
and the authority delegated to them by Jesus 
Christ, are still given to every bishop and 
priest at his ordination. The clergy of the | 
Church are the true successors of the Apostles 
in this kingdom. 

“The Church of England is a true portion 
of the Catholie Church, being the same Church | 
as existed in this country before the Reforma- | 
tion. She never calls herself Protestant—a 
word we must carefully avoid if we would be 
true to our spiritual mother. 

“Confessions are received every Saturday | 
evening from 7.30 to 8.30, when the rector 
will be found in the Church, and at other 
times by appointment.” 


In reply to a question I put, the Vice- 
President replied as follows— 


“My attention has been called to this 
almanac by the hon. Member in question. The | 


| various cases of complaint we 
| against the administration of his Depart- 


have power to prohibit is a catechism or a 
formulary. An almanac is neither the one 
nor the other.’’+ 


Sir J. GORST: I think the hon. 
Gentleman should also in fairness state 
that the instant attention was drawn to 
the almanac it was taken down on repre- 
sentation being made. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: It would not 


‘have been taken down but for the ques- 


| only two functions to perform. 


tion being raised in this House. I will 
say in conclusion that the administration 
of the Education Acts is thoroughly 
partisan under the present Government. 
It is inspired by an unworthy jealousy of 
the School Board system, and is directed 
by the clerical party led by the small 
body of High Churchmen who co-operate 
with the hon. Member for Rochester 
(Viscount Cranborne), and the hon. 
Member for Greenwich (Lord Hugh 
The personal opinions of the 
Vice-President are much more liberal. 
He is an excellent educationalist. Were 
he not hampered and trammelled by his 
clerical supporters he would administer 
the Department in a liberal and progres- 
sive manner. But we are bound to make 
our complaints to him, as he alone in this 
House represents the Education Depart- 
ment ; and I hope that ere this debate 
concludes he will give some reply to the 
bring 


ment. I move to reduce the salary of 
the Vice-President by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the 
Vice-President of the Council.”—(Mr. 
Samuel Smith.) 


Sir J. GORST: The duty of the 


| Education Department is to keep itself 


entirely clear of religious controversy. 
Its functions in regard to the religion 
which is taught in denominational and 
School Board schools are of the most 
limited character. The Department has 
One is 
to see that the Conscience Clause is sub- 


| stantially observed, that is to say, to take 
| care that every parent who desires in a 
| denominational school or 


a Board 
+See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 


in 





Education Department. does not seem to have | Series], Vol. Ixxix., page 1100; refer also to 
any power to interfere in the matter. . . 


j 
. 


Vol. 1xxx., page 43. 
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school to withdraw his child from the 
religious instruction which is given is not 
intimidated, but is really at liberty to 
withdraw the child. With the religious 


instruction given the Education Depart- | 


ment has nothing whatever to do; and if 
it were to interfere and to dictate to the 
Roman Catholics, for instance, what 
particular religion they should teach, or to 
the W esleyans or the clergy of the Church 


of England what particular religion they | 


should teach, it would be entirely trans- 
cending the functions committed to it by 


Parliament, and would be guilty of a gross | 


dereliction of duty. As ‘far as I know, 
the hon. Member has adduced no instance 
in which a parent during the administra- 
tion of the present Government has been 
practically unsupported by the Education 
Department in his right to withdraw 
his child from any religious instruction. 
The other duty in relation to religion 
thrown upon the Board of Education 
arises under the prohibition under the 


law of school boards from teaching a) 


catechism or formulary of a distinctly 
denominational character. The Act pro- 
vides that where complaint is made that 
such a catechism or formulary is being 
taught the Education Department shall 
decide judicially whether such catechism 
or formulary is of a denominational 
character, and the decision of the Educa- 
tion Department is final. I am very glad 
to say that in my time a case has never 
arisen for judicial decision, though there 
have been threatenings in that direction. 
There was what appeared to be a serious 
case at Liverpool, where a catechism was 
framed by a school board, and at one 
time it looked very much as if a judicial 
decision would be required from the 
Department whether that particular 
catechism was or was not a violation of 
the law. Of course, had it become the 
duty of the Department to decide that 
question, the Department would have 


used its best ability in arriving at a 
final decision. But, happily, we were 


not required to do this, for the 
local school board withdrew the 
catechism. At the present time there is 
a case pending— 
it is the case the hon. Member has referred 
to—in which certain members of a school 
board have complained that the use of the 


Apostles’ Creed and “ My duty to God | 


and to my neighbour,” taught in a Board 
school, is a violation of the clause. That | 
is alleged by certain members of the 


Sir J. Gorst, 


{COMMONS} 


I do not know whether | 
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| Board, while other members take an 
opposite view, and the question is, J 
believe, nearly ripe for decision. The 
last time I had to do with it I directed 
the parties to make any addition they 
desired to the correspondence that had 
taken place, and it would then become 
the duty of my noble friend the Lord 
President of the Council and myself to 
come to a judicial decision to the best of 
our ability. It appeared to me in my 
innocence, before I was called upon to 
decide judicially that our “duty to God” 

ras a proposition upon which there had 


New agreement among all creeds, and 
| that “our duty to our neighbour” ex. 


pressed exactly the sort of opinion Pagan 
philosophers of old would have main- 


tained. If the question does come 
up for decision I will try to disabuse 
my mind of all preconceived preju- 


dices, and, in conjunction with my 
jnoble friend the Lord President of 
the Council—and possibly with the 
assistance of the law officers of the Crown 
—we will come to the best final decision 
| we possibly can. But that has never 
been done yet ; the Department has never 
yet exercised this very serious power 
conferred by the Act. These are the 
only two particulars upon which the 
Board of Education has a right to trouble 
itself or take any side whatever in 
religious controversies in regard to school 
teaching. As to criticising an poy: or 
a history of the Prayer Book, or giving 
an opinion on the ritualistic vod ie 
of teachers or managers, in any attempt of 
that kind we should be guilty of a gross 
violation of the duty of the Department 
nnder the Act. The hon. Member for 
Flint has referred to instances of Protes- 
tant children being sent to Roman 
Catholic schools. But that is according 
to law. As the law stands, a parent is 
entitled to a free place in a local school, 
and, on the other hand, a school board 
has no right to build additional school 
accommodation so long as free places are 
to be found in existing schools. The 
Education Department does not take 
cognisance of the religious denomination 
of the school ; ali it does is to ascertain 
through its inspector whether there are 
free places in theschool, and as long as there 
are free places we have no jurisdiction. 
It is not for me to say whether that is a 
satisfactory state of the law; if in the 
‘opinion of the hon. Member it is not, 
‘then his efforts should be directed to 
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inducing Parliament to pass a law pro- 


yiding for every child a free place in a 
school of the denomination to which the 

rent belongs, and that might alter the 
present state of things. But as the law 
stands, all the Department can do is to 
give the child a free place in a school 
where such place exists, and not until all 
the places are filled has the Department 
power to require a school board to build 
an additional school. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): I 
understand, according to your ruling, it is 
impossible to go to what may be called 
the bottom of the question, and I will 
only detain the House for a few moments 
in regard to what fell from the hon. 
Member for Flint. 
occasion, and also on a previous occasion, 
to a large number of instances of 
grievances, which, of course, it is quite 
impossible to test on the spur of the 
moment.’ He referred on this occasion to 
a book which he quoted from on the last 
occasion, and he repeated the accusation 
against that book, which he said is used, 
or intended to -be used, in schools and 
training colleges, that it is fundamentally 
opposed to the whole tenor of the 
Reformation. Of course, it would not be 
in order to comment on what the hon. 
Member said on a previous occasion, but 
I may be allowed to say that I have had 
an opportunity of looking into the matter 
he instanced on the last occasion, and the 
impression left on my mind is altogether 


different from what he said in regard to- 


the book. He mentioned one foolish 
book which he said was written by the 
principal of a training college, but he did 
not tell the House that the author had 
ceased to be principal for sixteen years, 
and that it is a book which is exceedingly 
difficult to get. In answer to my applica- 
tion the publishers stated that they had 
only some copies in quires, and I am told 
by the National Society, though millions 
of books pass through their hands for 
purposes of education, they have never 
had any application for this particular 
book. I think the impression the hon. 
Member gave was that it was an extra- 
ordinary kind of book, which was being 
used in a training college. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I beg pardon, 
I did not say that. 


that particular training college. 


{14 JUNE 1900} 


He referred on this | 


I merely stated that | 
that book represented the teaching in | 
, teaching a clergyman may give at a 
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Lorp HUGH CECIL: Sixteen years 
ago. The hon. Member referred to 
another book in the Church History 
series, and commented severely on the 
fact that it made no mention of the reign 
of Queen Mary. Had he studied tne 
book more closely he would have found 
that the reign of Queen Mary is altogether 
irrelevant to the “ History of the Prayer 
Book.” The writer refers to the first 
Prayer Book published during the reign 


-of Edward VI., and mentions several 


reasons why it caught the mind of the 
English nation. The first reason is— 

“It was Scriptural. The English people 
have always loved the Bible, and the new 
translations of that Book in strong, intelligible 
English had deepened the feeling of reverence 
for it ; the country welcomed the fuller and 
more systematic use of the Book, and the 
discarding of apocryphal and childish 
legends.” 


The truth is that the author holds the 
opinion which has always been recognised, 
that the Puritans of the seventeenth 
century were mistaken men, and that the 
Church of England suffered at their 
hands. That is an opinion perfectly 
loyal to the Church of England, and one 
perfectly proper to teach. Let the Com- 
mittee observe critically the position they 
are put in. The hon. Member comes 
forward and makes accusations. When 
we try to test the charges we find they 
bear a different interpretation from that 
he puts upon them. Although no one 
disputes that the hon. Member is per- 
fectly sincere, his recklessness of assertion 
is such that it would be foolish for the 
Committee to accept on his authority all 
his statements or any of his statements 
with reference to the books taught in the 
schools. He also spoke of breaches of 
the law. I was surprised to find that he 
seemed to think the Liverpool Catechism 
had a Romanising tendency. Asa matter 
of fact this particular catechism was taken 
out of the Nonconformist catechism drawn 
up by distinguished Nonconformists. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I agree with 
the noble Lord, and I am glad to hear 
him speak so well of it, but I hold that 
the teaching of the catechism in a Board 
school is contrary to law. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: I quite under- 
stand. At any rate, this case is of the 
class the hon. Member mentioned. It is 
a grievance not against the particular 











. 





{COMMONS} 


school, but it is a grievance against teachers | the less important part. None the less 
generally, because they do not teach what from an educational point of view it is 
the hon. Member approves. It would be | deplorable. I think there is nothing 
a feeble remedy for the grievance merely | more absurd than to contemplate the atti- 
to stop the clergy from teaching the | tude of the different religious bodies re- 
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children. It would be an impossible | specting educationalreform ; the question 
remedy, for you would have to go/ at the back of their minds is, ‘“ How wil] 


into an elaborate inquiry on _ con-| this affect the controversy between de- 
troversial ground before you could de-| nominational and —undenominational 
termine whether in this particular school | schools?” They remind me always of 
or that particular school it was improper | two cats, who watch one another in an 
to take the children to service. You | attitude of constant suspicion, varied by 
would have to create in the Education | occasional imprecation. We witnessed it 
Department a tribunal to deal with such | this year over the block grant. I myself 
questions. It is perfectly impossible to | spent a great deal of time in considering 
prevent the clergy from taking children | what the effect of the block grant would 
to services of that kind. I do not know | be on denominational schools, and I have 
whether they do or do not. It might or | no doubt those interested in the opposite 
might not be an offence against the eccle- | point of view were exercised by similar 
siastical law, but it is not one on which considerations. From an _ educational 
the Department can intervene. Wehave point of view that is undoubtedly 
always recognised that it is very unfair ridiculous. Religious peace on the edu- 
that in a large part of the country there | cational question can be easily brought 
should be only Church of England about if Nonconformists are prepared to 
schools, and that Nonconformists should accept the fundamental proposition that 
be obliged to send their children there, the determination of the religious educa- 
but the remedy is in the hands of the | tion of the child belongs to the parent. 

Nonconformist leaders. If they willagree | 
with us that the true principle of educa-| Mr. BIRRELL (Fifeshire, W.): I am 
tion is that every child should be brought | glad that the noble Lord has so clearly 
up in the belief of its parents, the whole | explained to the Committee that the 
question will be solved in a very short | great obstacle in the way of a good 
time. Ifthe Nonconformist leaders will | system of education in this country 
extend that measure of consideration |is not the attitude assumed by the 
they claim for themselves to the Church | parents, but the attitude assumed by 
of England, a friendly arrangement might religious proselytisers on both sides of 
be come to by which the education of this | the House belonging to different kinds 
country should be resettled, not on the | of religion. It is a most extraordinary 
present undenominational basis, but on a | thing that in none of the instances of 
denominational basis, and then the real | alleged grievances in regard to religious 
Nonconformist grievance would disappear. | education have we heard anything of the 
We will most gladly enter into any kind | parents. I have a curious case of that in my 
of discussion with Nonconformists with | own constituency in Scotland. Scotland 
the object of meeting their views if the | is generally supposed to be a Protestant 
Nonconformists are equally ready to/ country, but there is in my constituency 
meet ours. We have over and_ over | in Fife a Roman Catholic school which is 
again said to Members in this House | the only school in the district, and 
who are interested in this matter | whither Protestant children come. I have 
that it really rests with the Noncon-| had political meetings in the school 
formist leaders to say whether or not the | attended by the Protestants of the dis- 
religious question shall continue or be | trict. I have often been told by religious 





brought to a friendly settlement. We | agitators, who abound in that neighbour- 


must all recognise how great an obstacle 
to educational progress is the fact that 
there are two religious bodies contending 
over the school children. From our point 
of view it is inevitable ; we consider that 
religious education is the most important 
part of education, and we can never 
consent to sacrifice the most important to 


Lord Hugh Cecil. 


hood, that it is a monstrous grievance 
| that the children of Scotch Presbyterians 
at the latter end of the century should be 
obliged to go to a Roman Catholic 
school within a few miles of the ancient 
town of Dunfermline. I have always 
said that I will agitate and grow excited 
over the matter the moment I am re- 
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quested to do so by the parents of any of | 


{14 JUNE 1900} 


the children who are condemned to go to | 


this school. I have said it in the school, 
and in the newspapers in the district, but 
from that day to this not a single com- 
plaint has ever been made to me 
personally or through the post by any of 
those parents, and I do not believe the 


than that of any throughout the length 
and breadth of Seotland. My hon. friend 
the Member for Flint has spoken of the 
grievance of sending a child to a 
“Romish ” school. It would be a griev- 
ance if a Protestant child—or rather a 
child of Protestant parents, for I do not 
see why we should brand a child with 
the religious idiosyncrasies of its parents 
—were sent to a school during the hours 
when the special doctrines of that branch 
of the Christian Church we call Roman 
are taught, but there is no allegation 


that that is the case. There is no. 
allegation of proselytising being the 


result to children sent to these schools. 
Ido not think any Presbyterian parent 
ned be under any apprehension 
in sending his child to a_ school 
called Roman Catholic if the Conscience 
Clause is observed, or even if it is not. At 
different periods of my life it has been 
my lot to learn both the shorter catechism 
of the Church of Scotland and the cate- 
chism of the Church of England ; neither 


Anglicans, yet I learnt both tnese cate- 
chisms without any injury whatever to 
my independence of mind. 


family. 


| Roman Catholics. 
Protestantism of that parish is less sound | 


66 


structed. He would, indeed, be a fool 
who in these days would deprive his 
children of the benefit of sharing a know- 
ledge common to the rest of the human 
I think in this matter we ought 
to deal out to Anglicans the same measure 
of justice we are prepared to deal out to 
The Roman Catholies 
belong in this country to a poor class. 
Many of the parents lead lives in which 
they become indifferent Catholics, and 
the priests and others interested in the 
Roman Catholic faith feel it a duty to 
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provide the children with schools, which 


are really missionary schools. A man, if 
he really cares for his religion, can him- 
self instil it into the minds of his chil- 
dren. We are told over and over again 
that it is a monstrous crime that we do 
not provide Anglican schools, so that 
Anglican parents may have the pride and 
satisfaction of sending their children to 


them. But if the parents care a snap of 
the finger for their Anglicism they 
will see that their children on 


Sundays, and in Sunday schools, are 
instructed in the doctrines of Christianity. 
The fact is that an enormous number of 
parents in this country are totally in- 
different to and ignore religion altogether. 
They may think it a good and desirable 
thing for other people, or say at Election 
time that they wish their children to 


receive religious education, but personally 
Inor my parents were Presbyterians or | 


Of the two | 


catechisms the document of the Church | 


of England is the least denominational I 
have ever learnt. In fact this is not a 
question of the parents or of the children, 
it is a question of the agitators belong- 
ing to religious bodies, who think the 
children should belong to them when 
they grow up. A _ religiously-minded 
parent deeply holding and strongly 
attached to a religious opinion or an 
irreligious opinion can send his child with 
perfect safety to a Board school or to a 
denominational school, to whatever de- 
nomination it belongs. I can instance the 
case of a man for whom I have great 
respect, who entertains the very strongest 
Agnostic opinions, whose children have 
received at a London Board school 
special commendation and prizes for a 
knowledge of the Holy Scriptures. 
My Agnostic friend has no objection 
whatever to his children being so in- 
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_ment the deficiencies at home. 


| 

if 
t 
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they are indifferent to it. Consequently 
the religious bodies are really missionary 
societies, and they watch each other, as 
the noble Lord has said, like angry 
animals to see that no proposal made in 
this House interferes with what is really 
a missionary enterprise—namely, teaching 
the children of this country distinct 
religious dogmas. Wemust make up our 
minds whether we wish the education of 
this country to be religious or non- 
religious, and I quite agree that the time 
has come when we may advantageously 
reconsider that question. I dislike the 
notion of all the schools of this country 
being denominational, and I hope there 
will always remain a large number of 
persons who will be satisfied with what is 
called Board school religion, which, as the 
Archbishop of Canterbury has admitted, 
I think cheerfully, is a very excellent 
form of Christianity. Though it may not 
be enough for some people, | should have 
thought in other cases it might supple- 
I should, 
indeed, be sorry if it were thought neces- 
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sary to stamp every school in the country 
even during one hour of the day, with 
distinctive religious opinions. I only 
rose to ask the House to bear in mind 


that the grievances are grievances of the | 


religious bodies and not of the children. 
[ think no instance has ever been brought 
home to my mind that the children of 
Nonconformists are subjected in the 
schools to treatment of which they need 
be frightened. 
Nonconformists who wish to adopt the 
teaching profession undoubtedly do suffer 
an intolerable wrong. It may be said 
that the Nonconformists should establish 
training colleges of their own, but the fact 
remains that we have supported out of 
the public purse training colleges to which 
it is practically impossible for Noncon- 
formists to obtain an entrance. They 
therefore are cut off from one of the 
grandest opportunities of doing public 


= 


service that are open to the young men 
of the present day and of time to come. 
I do think the Church of England would 
do well, exercising the great authority 
and power it does in this matter, if it did 
all it could to extend these advantages to 
Noneonformists, who are every bit as 
pious as churchmen themselves, and who, 
after all, entertain and share for the 
most part the great bulk of their 
opinions, and who are well qualified to 
contend with the scepticism and materi- 
alism of the age, which is a far greater 
danger than any which has been named, 
if they were allowed to enter the schools. 
The right hon. Gentleman is very sympa- 
thetic in these matters, but somehow he 
does not seem able in the Department to 
which he belongs to give effect to the 
principle he puts forward. Whether there 
is an influence by his side which interferes 
with the carrying out of the excellent, 
magnificent, and enlightened opinions 
whieh he holds, I do not know, but I do 
not think that during the time he has 
held his present office the application of 
the principles he has so often expounded 
has heen very greatly extended through- 
mut the country. 


*Mr. HUDSON (Hertfordshire, Hitchin) 
said there was one point which had not 
heen brought before the Committee, but 
upon which he had received a large 
number of letters from various school- 
masters throughout the country, and that 
was the question of the right of appeal 
from the decision of the managers. <A: 


Mr. Birrell. 


{COMMONS} 
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said on both 
but certainly 


could be 


sides of the question, 


‘in nearly all the States of Europe, 


| 


to 


In the training colleges, | 


; and }in 


all the Colonies, the masters 
had the right of appeal. In this country 
under the recent Act the teachers had 
pay part of their salaries to a 
pension fund, the whole of which pay- 
ments they lost if they were dismissed, 
There was no doubt that cases did occur 
in which masters were dismissed for in- 
sufficient cause, one instance being a case 
in which a master was dismissed because 
in the evening he managed the village 
library. It was but fair that there should 


| be the right of appeal, either by a clause 


being inserted in the contract that all 
masters and managers had to sign, that 
masters should not be dismissed without 
reasonable cause being assigned; or to 
the Education Department itself. 


Sr JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): I should like to add a few 
words in stupport of the hon. Gentleman 
who has just spoken. All over the 
country teachers feel the disability under 
which they suffer, and to-vhich reference 
has been made, to be a very acute 
grievance. Evidenceof this comes from the 
whole of the country, from north to south. 
The grievance has been felt for many 
years past, but it appears to the teachers 
to be peculiarly unjust to them since the 
passage of the Superannuation Act under 
which their incomes are affected. They 
ace now compelled by law to pay in a 
portion of their salaries to provide super- 
annuation for themselves, and it is there- 
fore peculiarly wrong that either the 
school board or denominational managers 
should be at liberty to send them about 
their business without any reason being 
assigned, seeing that by such dismissal 
they lose the payments they have made. 


‘It isa very small matter that these people 


who do such excellent work ask at our 
hands. You, Sir, have told us that we 
can speak only of what the Department 
can do. I hope I may be allowed to say 
that when we vote money for the Depart- 
ment we ought to be at liberty to say 
what the Department ought to have power 
todo. It seems to me that the Lepart- 
ment ought to have the power, and to 
exercise it, of insisting that every teacher 
should be under agreement, and whether 
or not the words were in the agreement 
they should be supposed to be there, that 
no teacher should be dismissed without 


69 


rea 
hor 
wh 
hap 
Uni 
desi 
tha 
mer 
nun 
at 1 
that 
derc 
fessi 
they 
with 
cious 
woul 
ques 
if th 
not ¢ 
clerg 
said 1 
have 
argut 
dismi 
with 
corpo’ 
the cl 
dimin 
in the 
bead 
profes 
strong 
that i 
who p: 
It is t! 
the se 
therefc 
an app 
any dis 
unjust 


*Mr. 
express 
ment 01 








with re; 
hot gol 
the teac 
colleges 
educatic 
were 
Vice-Pri 
fore can 
with th 
The erie 
ber for 

colleges 

hands of 
therefore 
complain 


re, 
ew 
lan 
the 
der 
nee 
ute 
the 
ith. 
iny 
ers 
the 
der 
hey 
AA 
Der- 
ere- 
the 
ers 
Out 
‘ing 
ssal 
ide. 
ople 
our 
we 
ent 
say 
art- 
say 
wer 
yart- 
d to 
cher 
ther 
ient 
that 
nout 








Py 


69 Supply—Civil {14 June 1900} Service Estimates. 70 


reasonable cause assigned. The right! sidered they had a grievance in that 
hon. Gentleman has spoken of some action matter the remedy was entirely in their 
which I have taken in opposition, as it} own hands. The Church of England 
happens, to the policy of the National | training colleges, to which it was said 
Union of Teachers. The teachers have’ Nonconformists had no access, were 
desired that they should be more rather founded by members of the Church of 
than less free to inflict corporal punish- England, assisted, no doubt, by the 
ment. I have had an interview with a State. There were plenty of wealthy 
number of teachers in my constituency, ,Nonconformists, and why did not they 
at which they laid before me their view come forward and establish Nonconfor- 
that a diminution of their power was a mist training colleges? Any sort of 
derogation of the dignity of a noble pro- training college could be built—— 
fession. At the end of the interview 
they put before me this grievance Sir JOHN BRUNNER: But will they 
with regard to unjust and capri- get a building grant? 
cious dismissal. I asked them what | 
would be the position with regard to the; *Mr. TALBOT: Certainly not; nor 
question of unjust or capricious dismissal could the Church get a building grant. 
if the meeting before me had been one 
not of elementary school teachers, but of | Sir JOHN BRUNNER: They could 
clergymen of the Church of England. I} not now. 
said that the clergymen would probably 
have addressed to me exactly the same *Mr. TALBOT was sorry that the 
argument in favour of their freedom to conscience of the hon. Baronet had awoke 
dismiss teachers as the teachers had used _ too late ; he should have built his training 
with regard to their freedom to inflict | colleges a few years ago. At the present 
corpora! punishment upon children—that moment Nonconformists could build 
the clergymen would have said that any training colleges on exactly the same 
diminution whatever of the power now footing as members of the Church of 
in the hands of managers of schools would | England, and no doubt the right hon. 
be a derogation of the dignity of a noble Gentleman the Vice-President would give 
profession. To my mind it is a very them every encouragement, while cer- 
strong argument, though I do not know tainly the Church of England had no 
that it isa very noble one, that those desire in any respect whatever to hinder 
who pay the piper should call the tune. the formation of such colleges founded 
It is the nation and not the managers of by Nonconformists or anyone else. The 
the school who pay the teachers, and Committee had been told that the supply 
therefore it is right that there should be of teachers was lamentably short. Here, 
an appeal granted to the teachers against | then, was a grand opportunity, if there 
any dismissal which they consider to be! was a real want of teachers throughout 
unjust or capricious. the country, for Nonconformists to put 
| their hands into their pockets and provide 
*Mr. TALBOT was understood to more accommodation ; but until Noncon- 
express a desire to correct a misstate- formists showed their confidence in their 
ment of the hon. Member for Flintshire | own principles by establishing training 
with regard to training colleges. He was colleges they could not expect much 
hot going to enter into the question of | weight to attach to their complaints. 
the teaching given in the colleges. The. 
colleges formed an important part of the Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : 
educational equipment of the country, | Thesubject which I wish to bring before 
were directly under the control of the the Committee is one that appeals to 
Vice-President of the Council, and there-| Members in a way very different from the 
fore came under discussion in connection important question which has just 
with the Vote then being considered. | been somewhat desultorily discussed. 
The grievance alleged by the hon. Mem-| I wish to bring before the notice of the 
ber for Flintshire was that the training | Committee and of the Vice-President an 
colleges were almost exclusively in the} omission from the purview of the Educa- 
hands of the Church of England, and that j tion’ Department in which I feel an 
therefore Noneonformists had cause of | interest is taken on both sides of the 
complaint. But if Nonconformists con- | House ; I refer to the poor law schools. 
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The points I wish to raise are extremely | 
definite and practical, and I will detain 
the Committee very shortly in dealing 
with them. The Committee is perhaps | 
not wholly aware that a very large | 
number of the children of this country | 
who are receiving elementary education | 
are not under the control in any form 
of the Education Department in respect 
of that education. The children to whom 
I refer are the pauper children who do 
not attend ordinary public elementary 
schools in the district. There are here | 
and there instances in which the chil- | 
dren in the workhouses may be sent to 
public elementary schools in the neigh- 
bourhood, but those cases are very few, 
and owing to the necessities and the 
circumstances of the case that system | 
cannot be very generally adopted. 1) 
do not refer to cases of boarded out 
children—they may no doubt attend 
ordinary public elementary schools—I 
refer generally to the great mass of the 
children of paupers who come under the | 
influence of the poor law in this country. | 
These children have an entirely separate 
system of education. They are educated 
by teachers who do not intermingle with, 
and who are really practically ineligible 
for, ordinary elementary school work. 
The teachers in poor law schools are 
a class apart; they are not submitted 
to the training which other teachers 
have to undergo, and the experience 
they gain dees not fit them to be 
teachers generally for the Department. 
Some amelioration was made in this 
matter after I brought the question before 
the House a nuniber of years ago, but 
that amelioration has been very small, 
and has had little practical effect. These 
teachers are not under the Education 
Department similarly to other teachers. 
In the next place, the education of the 
children is under the inspection not of 
the ordinary educational inspectors, but 
of inspectors of the Local Government 
Board, The result of these two facts is 
that the education given to our pauper 
children is given by inferior teachers, is 
of an inferior nature, and is wholly 
cut of touch with the general educa- 
tion of the elementary schools of the 
country. I can appeal to Members on 
both sides of the House who have taken 
part in the work of the guardians to 
corroborate what I say as to the distinctly 
inferior nature of the education. Who 
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need better teachers and better education 
Mr. Stuart. 


{COMMONS} 
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— 


so much as the pauper children? Such 
children would be described in the ordinary 
educational system of the country ag. 
peculiarly difficult children to deal with, 
and therefore as requiring a peculiarly 
good class of teachers. Under these 
circumstances there is another difficulty 
which arises. Our pauper children are 
not always in the workhonses. Their 
fathers and mothers may become paupers, 


| and then go out again, so that for a cer- 


tain period of their lives the children are 
under the ordinary educational system of 
the country, and for another period they 
are under a totally different system— 


namely, the pauper children’s educational 


system. ‘The result is that they are very 
greatly thrown back in their education 
by the transfer from the one system to 
the other; their education is greatly 
hindered by the fact that when they pass 
from the one system to the other they 
do not fit in to the system to which they 
go in consequence of having been prepared 
in the system from which they come. 
What I am bringing. forward is no 
theoretical difficulty. A number of boards 
of guardians have brought this question 
before the House and the Department 
from time to time in various ways. It 
was first brought before me by the board 
of guardians for the parish a part of 
which I represent in this House, and 
twelve years ago I brought the matter 
before the House in the following 
way. The Shoreditch Board of Guar- 
dians, being very anxious to take the 
children out of the influence of the 
workhouse, set up aschool with a number 
of boarding houses in a country district a 
few miles out of London—Hornchureh, 
and there they carried on a system of 
education of as high a type as they could. 
Their difficulties have been just those 
difficulties which I have endeavoured to 
lay before the Committee, and they have 
urged the Department to take the eduea- 
tion in the schools from under the inspec- 
tion of the Local Government Board and 
to place it under the ordimary education 
inspectors. Other districts in London 
have felt the same difficulty, and have 
made the same request. Their desire has 
been to secure a better education for the 
children under their control. Of late 
others outside London have made the 
same request. The guardians of Birming- 
ham are now bringing the matter before 
the Local Government Board or the 
Education Department, or both, and are 
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making the same request. 
brought the matter forward the Educa- | 
tion ‘Department was very anxious and | 
willing to undertake the inspection of the 
education of these children, but the Local 
Government Board was at that time very 
much against the transfer. 
block against any further proceeding at 
that time. But afew years ago when I 
again approached the Local Government 
Board, [ found, to my _ gratification, 
that the Board, as represented by 
its present head and Parliamentary 
Secretary and officials generally, was 
strongly in favour of the change. 
Then I thought the case was gained. 
But when I approached the Education 
Department I found it had changed its 
mind, and instead of being in favour of, it 
was against the change. It is because the 
Education Department is now the un- 
willing Department that I bring this 
matter forward on this Vote. What was 
the answer when I brought this matter for- 
wardin 1897 7 What was the answer we 
received when a deputation waited on the 
right hon. Gentleman ? The answer seems 
to have been of a very inadequate nature. 
First of all, the right hon. Gentleman said 
the education to be inspected was a very 
small portion of the real education of the 
children, that the real education consisted 
of the whole influences that are brought 
to bear upon them in their day to day 
work, etc, etc. But that argument 
equally applies to the whole work of the 
Education Department. The Education 
Department has to inspect and to certify, 
to deal with and to control, that portion of 
education in its widest sense which is | 
comprehended in school work and dealt | 
with by the school inspector. Beyond 
that, we are all well aware that the real | 
education of the child, whether in the | 
workhouse or at home, ‘depends on many | 
influences which go far beyond what the | 


Board of Education can touch. As | 
I understand, the right hon. Gentle- | 
man does not want to take over 


the inspection of the education of these | 
children unless he has handed over to the | 
Education Department the whole control 
of the every-day life of these children—of 
their food, clothing, habitation, and 
everything else. That may or may not 
be a very “good thing, but it is a counsel 
of per fection surely, even from the point 
of view of those who desire it. I do not 
desire it. I frankly say that Ido not think 
the Education Department of this country 


{14 JUNE 1900} 
When I first | 


That was the | 
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is a fit and proper body to take over the 
whole every-day life of the pauper 
‘children ; I think that work is best left 
to the guardians, who are daily becoming 
more and more enlightened as to their 
duties. We need not, however, enter 
into that dispute, because even to those 
thoroughly in favour of that point of 
view it is a counsel of perfection, and 
would require a series of Bills or legisla- 
tive measures which I do not think at the 
present moment or for many years to 
come any Government is likely to under- 
take. Under these circumstances I ask, 
why do you allow your schools to be 
such an enemy of good? Why do you 
refuse to take this one step because you 
wish at some future indefinite time to 
take some much larger step? So much 


for that particular argument. Another 
argument which the right hon. Gentle- 


man used in his reply to us was that 
there was no means of enforcing the Report 
of the Department upon the guardians. 
The boards of guardians who desire to 
have their schools placed under the Edu- 
cation Department for the examination of 
teachers and the like are perfectly willing 


to have their grant depending, as any 
other school, upon the Report of the 


Local Government Board. It is perfectly 
clear, from the Report of the Education 
Department, that this is a mere matter of 
departmental arrangement. There are 
difficulties in it, but if the heads of the 
two Departments will put their heads 
together they can arrange that the boards 
of “guardians shall be dealt with like any 
other school managers would be if they 
did not submit and fall in with the 
requirements of the Education Depart- 
ment. These are the main arguments, 
and I have tried to put the case as shortly 
as possible, so as not to delay the Com- 
/mittee upon this matter. I submit that 
our pauper children would receive a far 
better education if they wére placed for 
the examination of their education and for 
their teachers’ certificates under the Edu- 
cation Department than they can have if 
left under the Local Government Board. 
The Local Government Board is essen- 
tially not an educational body. The 
Board of Education has its experts, and 
it has devoted twenty-five years or more 
to the consideration of all educational 
_problems. It has at its head a most 
thorough educationist in whom we feel 
great confidence. W hy should we cut 
of our pauper children from all these 
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The points I wish to raise are extremely | 
definite and practical, and I will detain | 
the Committee very shortly in dealing | 
with them. The Committee is perhaps | 
not wholly aware that a very large 
number of the children of this country 
who are receiving elementary education 
are not under the control in any form 
of the Education Department in respect 
of that education. The children to whom | 
I refer are the pauper children who do 
not attend ordinary public elementary 
schools in the district. There are here 
and there instances in which the chil- | 
dren in the workhouses may be sent to 
public elementary schools in the neigh- | 
bourhood, but those cases are very few, 
and owing to the necessities and the 
circumstances of the case that system 
cannot be very generally adopted. I 
do not refer to cases of boarded out 
children—they may no doubt attend 
ordinary public elementary schools—I 
refer generally to the great mass of the 
children of paupers who come under the | 
influence of the poor law in this country. 
These children have an entirely separate | 
system of education. They are educated 
by teachers who do not intermingle with, 
and who are really practically ineligible 
for, ordinary elementary school work. 
The teachers in poor law schools are 
a class apart; they are not submitted 
to the training which other teachers | 
have to undergo, and the experience 
they gain does not fit them to be 
teachers generally for the Department. 
Some amelioration was made in this 
matter after I brought the question before 
the House a number of years ago, but 
that amelioration has been very small, 
and has had little practical effect. These 
teachers are not under the Education 
Department similarly to other teachers. 
In the next place, the education of the 
children is under the inspection not of 
the ordinary educational inspectors, but 
of inspectors of the Local Government 
Board. The result of these two facts is 
that the education given to our pauper 
children is given by inferior teachers, is 
of an inferior nature, and is wholly 
cut of touch with the general educa- 
tion of the elementary schools of the 
country. I can appeal to Members on 
both sides of the House who have taken 
part in the work of the guardians to 
corroborate what I say as to the distinctly 
inferior nature of the education. Who 
need better teachers and better education 
Mir. Stuart. 
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so much as the pauper children? Such 
children would be described in the ordinary 


educational system of the country as 


peculiarly difficult children to deal with, 
and therefore as requiring a peculiarly 
good class of teachers. Under these 
circumstances there is another difficulty 
which arises. Our pauper children are 
not always in the workhouses. Their 
fathers and mothers may become paupers, 
and then go out again, so that for a cer- 
tain period of their lives the children are 
under the ordinary educational system of 
the country, and for another period they 


|are under a totally different system— 


namely, the pauper children’s educational 
system. The result is that they are very 
greatly thrown back in their education 
by the transfer from the one system to 
the other; their education is greatly 
hindered by the fact that when they pass 
from the one system to the other they 
do not fit in to the system to which they 
go in consequence of haviug been prepared. 
in the system from which they come. 
What I am bringing forward is no 
theoretical difficulty. A number of boards 
of guardians have brought this question 
before the House and the Department 
from time to time in various ways. It 
was first brought before me by the board 
of guardians for the parish a part of 
which I represent in this House, and 
twelve years ago I brought the matter 
before the House in the following 
way. The Shoreditch Board of Guar- 
dians, being very anxious to take the 
children out of the influence of the 
workhouse, set up aschool with a number 
of boarding houses in a country district a 
few miles out of London—Hornchurch, 
and there they carried on a system of 
education of as high a type as they could. 
Their difficulties have been just those 
difficulties which I have endeavoured to 
lay before the Committee, and they have 
urged the Department to take the edueca- 
tion in the schools from under the inspec- 
tion of the Local Government Board and 
to place it under the ordinary education 
inspectors. Other districts in London 
have felt the same difficulty, and have 
made the same request. Their desire has 
been to secure a better education for the 
children under their control. Of late 
others outside London have made the 
same request. The guardians of Birming- 
ham are now bringing the matter before 
the Local Government Board or the 
Education Department, or both, and are 
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making the same request. When I first | 
brought the matter forward the Educa- 
tion Department was very anxious and 
willing to undertake the inspection of the 
education of these children, but the Local 
Government Board was at that time very 
much against the transfer. That was the 
block against any further proceeding at 
that time. But afew years ago when I 
again approached the Local Government 
Board, [ found, to my _ gratification, 
that the Board, as _ represented by 
its present head and Parliamentary 
Secretary and officials generally, was 
strongly in favour of the change. 
Then I thought the case was gained. 
But when I approached the Education 
Department I found it had changed its 
mind, and instead of being in favour of, it 
was against the change. It is because the 
Education Department is now the un- 
willing Department that I bring this 
matter forward on this Vote. What was 
the answer when I brought this matter for- 
wardin 1897? What was the answer we 
received when a deputation waited on the 
right hon. Gentleman ? The answer seems | 
to have been of a very inadequate nature. 
First of all, the right hon. Gentleman said 
the education to be inspected was a very 
small portion of the real education of the 
children, that the real education consisted 
of the whole influences that are brought 
to bear upon them in their day to day 
work, etc, etc. But that argument 
equally applies to the whole work of the 
Education Department. The Education 
Department has to inspect and to certify, 
to deal with and to control, that portion of 
education in its widest sense which is, 
comprehended in school work and dealt | 
with by the school inspector. Beyond | 
that, we are all well aware that the real | 
education of the child, whether in the | 
workhouse or at home, depends on many | 
influences which go far beyond what the | 
Board of Education can touch. As) 
I understand, the right hon. Gentle- 
man does not want to take over 
the inspection of the education of these | 
children unless he has handed over to the 
Education Department the whole control | 
of the every-day life of these children—of 
their food, clothing, habitation, and 
everything else. 


of view of those who desire it. I do not 
desire it. I frankly say that I do not think 


the Education Department of this country 
| 
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‘whole every-day life 
‘children ; I think that work is best left 


That may or may not. 
be a very good thing, but it is a counsel | 
of perfection surely, even from the point | 


Service Estimates. 74 


is a fit and proper body to take over the 
of the pauper 


to the guardians, who are daily becoming 


-more and more enlightened as to their 


duties. We need not, however, enter 
into that dispute, because even to those 
thoroughly in favour of that point of 
view it is a counsel of perfection, and 
would require a series of Bills or legisla- 
tive measures which I do not think at the 
present moment or for many years to 
come any Government is likely to under- 
take. Under these circumstances I ask, 
why do you allow your schools to be 
such an enemy of good? Why do you 
refuse to take this one step because you 
wish at some future indefinite time to 
take some much larger step? So much 
for that particular argument. Another 
argument which the right hon. Gentle- 
man used in his reply to us was that 
there was no means of enforcing the Report 
of the Department upon the guardians. 
The boards of guardians who desire to 
have their schools placed under the Edu- 
cation Department for the examination of 
teachers and the like are perfectly willing 
to have their grant depending, as any 
other school, upon the Report of the 
Local Government Board. It is perfectly 
clear, from the Report of the Education 


| Department, that this is a mere matter of 


departmental arrangement. There are 
difficulties in it, but if the heads of the 
two Departments will put their heads 
together they can arrange that the boards 
of guardians shall be dealt with like any 
other school managers would be if they 
did not submit and fall in with the 
requirements of the Education Depart- 
ment. These are the main arguments, 
and I have tried to put the case as shortly 
as possible, so as not to delay the Com- 
mittee upon this matter. I submit that 
our pauper children would receive a far 
better education if they were placed for 
the examination of their education and for 
their teachers’ certificates under the Edu- 
cation Department than they can have if 
left under the Local Government Board. 
The Local Government Board is essen- 
tially not an educational body. The 
Board of Education has its experts, and 
it has devoted twenty-five years or more 
to the consideration of all educational 
problems. It has at its head a most 
thorough educationist in whom we feel 
great confidence. Why should we cut 
off our pauper children from all these 
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Supply—Civil 


perfection which the right hon. Gentle- | 


man the Vice-President of the Council 
seems to hold? I really think that the 
pressure and representations now made 
might at any rate lead the right hon. 
Gentleman to seriously reconsider this 
matter, for I feel confident that the minor 
details of the arrangements between the 
two Departments could be got over. I 
would hke to make one suggestion. There 
are in this country something like 600 
unions, and they have each got their own 
pauper children. It may be felt by both 
Departments—and I think I have the 
President of the Local Government Board 
with mein this—that a clean sweep to 
turn, willy-nilly, the whole of these 
pauper schools under the Education De- 
partment might be too sweeping a step. 
If that be so, then let us take those of the 
most important boards of guardians in 
the country who are now begging to have 
their schools transferred to the Education 
Department. Let us take them seriatim 
and try the experiment upon those who are 
willing. Ido not say that that is exactly 
what I desire should be done, for I should 
like to see it done altogether; but if 
there be a difficulty in doing it altogether, 
here you have certain boards of guardians 
begging and anxious to be willing helpers 
in carrying out any new arrangement, 
and why not do it in respect to them ? In 
1863 and up till then the education of 
pauper children was under the Education 
Department, and not under the Local 
Government Board, but it was transferred 
from the Education Department to the 
Local Government Board because of 
departmental difficulties. 


Sir J. GORST: Exactly. 


Mr. STUART: My right hon. friend 
agrees, and he thinks he makes a point 
out of it. Now I am going to make a 
point the other way. In 1863 you had 
boards of guardians dealing with the 
education of pauper children who were 
desirous of doing as little as they could 
for the education of those children. Now 
you have quite a different state of things, 
for the boards of guardians you can try 
the experiment with are extremely 
anxious to do their best, and I think the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite and the 


President of the L»cal Government Board , 
boards of ! 
guardians for whom I am pleading are | 


will admit that certain 


Mr. Stuart. 
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|doing everything in their power to 
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improve the education of their children. 
They are labouring hard to bring about 
this result, and the reason they are coming 
forward asking for this transfer is to 
make them able to do their work more 
effectively, This is not a pecuniary 
question with the boards of guardians, 
Of course the guardians now get a grant 
for these pauper children from the Local 


'Government Board, but if the transfer 


took place they would then get a grant 


/upon the Report of the inspector of the 


Education Department. I have looked 


into this matter in some of our most im- 


portant poor law schools, and if you 


_work out what they get now under the 


present system you will find that it is 
within a few pounds of what they would 
get under the block system. If it is any- 
thing it is a slight loss to the board of 
guardians to make the change to the 
Education Department. This is not 


_worth counting, for their object is not to 


get a double grant, but to place their 
schools upon the basis under which they 
will be subject to reward ar.d punishment, 
and under which they will secure an 
education for the children which they 
cannot secure now. Their whole object 
is to improve the education of pauper 
children, not to keep it back. I hope 
I have put this question without 
going beyond what is in order, and 
I do not wish to criticise the way in 
which the Local Government Board 
carries on this work. The Local Govern- 
ment Board does the best it can under 
difficult circumstances, but what. I criticise 
is that the right hon. Gentleman and the 
Board of Education are not meeting the 
Local Government Board by effecting a 


transfer, which I think is desirable in the 


best interests of a class of children in 
this country who need good education 
more than any other class. 


*Mr. DAVID MacIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale): No one can appreciate more 
than I do the services of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Vice-President of the Coun- 
cil, not only upon educational matters, but 
also throughout his whole public career. 
There is no one who more thoroughly 
agrees than I do with the admirable and 
interesting statement which the right 
hon. Gentleman has made to-night. But 
the immediate subject which | wish to 


bring before the Committee is not so 


much my right hon. friend’s personal 
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views as the administration of his Depart- | 
ment and the effect which the new code 
js likely to have upon the great com- | 
munity of Liverpool. Upon this occasion 
I speak not only for my own constituency, 
but in reality for the whole of Liverpool. | 
I feel that I owe an apology to the) 
senior Member for Liverpool (Mr. 
Lawrence), who, on a recent occasion 
when a similar subject was under con- | 
sideration, spoke with great authority 
for the people of Liverpool; and whom 
Ido not wish to supplant. But I have | 
been more recently in Liverpool, and 
only yesterday I had the case put before 
me very clearly by the Secretary of the 
Liverpool School Board. There is no 
difference of opinion there upon this 
question. I have also a further justifica- 
tion for venturing to speak on this sub- 
ject, because some of the schools which are 
most hardly hit in Liverpool by what the 
Education Department propose to do are 
in my own constituency, and because the | 
chairman of the Liverpool School Board 
happens to be a valued constituent of 
mine, and a gentleman who through 
long years, and with but scant remunera- 
tion and scant consideration for. the 
excellent work he has done, has devoted 
his energies and abilities to the cause of 
religious teaching in Liverpool. I want | 
to give the Committee the most recent 
statement which has been made with 
authority in Liverpool, and I will take 
the speech made by Colonel Morrison, 
who is a very well known and much 
respected Liverpool man, and who 
happens to be the vice-chairman of the 
Liverpool School Board. I will give 
a sentence or two from that speech, 
and I will quote just enough to show | 


that we are not antagonistic, but 
that we appreciate and value the 
new Code and what it does, and 


we also value and appreciate the Minute 
of the Education Department, although 
we think that that Minute requires some 
alteration and amendment to meet the 
case of Liverpool and other communities 
in a similar position. Colonel Morrison 
said— 


“The new Code was not so much a modifica- | 
tion of what had gone before as it was a refor- | 
mation, or even a revolution. No such far- 
reaching change had come over the spirit of 
the educational dream since the great Act of 
1870. The vicious principle of payment by | 
results was now gone, and they were intro- | 
duced to a totally new atmosphere and | 
completely different cireumstances.” 


{14 JuNE 1900} 


| of the Minute. 


| sound financial basis. 
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I will not trouble the Committee by any 
lengthy reading of extracts, but I do 
wish to show that we have the authority 
of Colonel Morrison, speaking for his 
colleagues, upon this question. He points 
out-— 


“ Under these heads Liverpool Board schools 


| would lose £1,020 per annum, and the Josses to 


Voluntary schools would be severe. Many 
single schools in this diocese would lose £50, 


| £60, and more per annum according to circum- 
| stances. 


Whilst this new Code undoubtedly 
did an immense amount of good by levelling 
up, it also levelled down and_ cripplec 
numerous schools which had hitherto done 
good work.” 


Colonel Morrison went on to say— 


“The Liverpool School Board had done 


| their best to persuade the Board of Education 


to recognise higher classes in existing schools 
for the purpose of the Minute, and to give 
their grants for higher teaching in the higher 
classes providing the classes were reasonably 
organised to meet the necessary requirements 
So far, however, the Board 
had failed in its endeavours. He was con- 
vinced in his mind, and all the Liverpool 
3oard were firmly convinced that this separate 
teaching in separate departments was educa- 
tionally the greatest possible mistake. They 
have never followed it in the Liverpool Board ; 
they had always gone exactly on the opposite 
principle, and he believed they were doing 
the very best for the education of the 
children.” 


I wanted to refer to the Church schools, 
but perhaps it is hest that I should refer 
to the Wesleyan body, which at this 
moment would, I think, be especially 
appropriate. The Senior Wrangler of the 
year had his early training in a Wesleyan 
Voluntary school, and I hold in my hand 
a letter from Mr. P. H. Ingram, the 
principal of that school, a portion of 
which I will venture to quote to the 
House. He says— 

“The Code as at present existing will have 

the tendency to level up poor schools and level 
down the better class schools, producing an 
average which is far below what is possible 
and what ought to and could be attained were 
all schools to be placed upon a thoroughly 
The results of the new 
Minute cannot but tend to a lowering of the 
general standard of education throughout the 
country.” 
For one moment I will quote a sentence 
or two from what Canon T. Major Lester, 
the chairman of the Liverpool School 
Board, says in reference to his own schools. 
He says— 

“This subject is becoming more grave and 
imperative as day after day passes on. We 


' must lose on our two schools £70 yearly. The 
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would prevent extravagance and yet keep up 
schools. If so, we were blighted. If the 
Minute passes as it is, and our Voluntary 
schools are not allowed to compete for higher 
education, and must have two masters, and 
children leave us at the fourth standard, then 
we shall be wiped off and die out one by one.” 


The Liverpool School Board as a whole 
hold such views. The National Associa- 
tion of Voluntary Schools hold views which 
are practically the same as those of the 
Liverpool School Board. They consist 
of members of the Church of England, 
Wesleyans, Nonconformists, and Roman 
Catholics—ail earnest and good men, and 
all desirous of doing the best they can for 
the cause of education. I will also refer 
for a moment to what I saw in to-day’s 
local newspaper in a report of the annual 
meeting of the National Society for Pro- 
moting the Education of the Poor in the 
Principles of the Established Church, 
which was held yesterday, and I want to 
emphasise a paragraph in the report of 
that society which harmonises absolutely 
with the views of the Liverpool School 
Board. This report says— 

“The new Code of 1900 was, on the whole, 
welcomed by the Committee. The Block 
Grants were looked upon as a great step in the 
right direction, but the Committee hoped that 
the Board of Education would so earry into 
execution the recent Minute on higher elemen- 
tary schools as to secure higher grade Volun- 
tary schools from loss.” 


I do not wish to weary the Committee 
by speaking at any length, but since I 
came into the House I have received a 
letter from the secretary to the school 
board, and there are one or two para- 
graphs in that letter to which I ought at 
least to refer. He says, with reference to 
the Code and the Minute— 

“To neither are they opposed in principle ; 
but to the details of both they take serious 
exception, as calculated to injure rather than 
to benefit education as a whole. The evil, as 
you know, is confined to the better schovols, 
and arises from the withdrawal of the Specitic 
Subjects Grant. That grant amounts to only a 
little more than £36,000; but the whole loss falls 
on some 3,000 departments out of over 30,000. 
The loss averages about £12 per Department, 
but in many individual schools in Liverpool 
and other large towns it reaches from £40 
to £80.” 


He goes on to say— 

“Is it worth while for so paltry a saving to 
discourage so seriously as they are doing all 
the most enterprising schools of the country?” 
There is another passage which it is my 
duty to point out to the Committee. The 

Mr, David Maclver. 
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maximum should be 26s., and that amount | 
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Vice-President of the Council made a eal. 
culation of the number of children affected 
by the withdrawal of the Specific Subjects 
Grant, and he made it out to be some- 
thing very small indeed. I think he said 
it was something like 6 per cent. of the 
whole ; but, as the secretary of the Liver- 
pool School Board puts it, there is a fallacy 
which underlies that. He says— ‘ 

“It is not only those who are now receiving 
such instruction that are affected by the 
matter. Those also are similarly interested, 
who, in the ordinary course, would in due time 
enter upon such instruction. Thus at Jeast 
1,260 children must be added to the 346,000 
to find what proportion of the whole are 
affected, raising the total now interested to 
over 30 per cent.” 


They recommend that the following 
be added as an additional clause to the 
Minute 


“The Board of Education may apply the 
general terms of this Minute to the upper 
classes of any public elementary school which 
the Board is satisfied complies with the con- 
ditions of the Minute with regard to equip- 
ment, and to strength and quility of staft.” 





I have now almost finished, and I have to 
thank the Committee for so kindly listen- 
ing tome. I have endeavoured as best I 
could to put before the Committee views 
which, although they are my own, have 
far greater authority behind them than 
if they were simply my own. The Liver- 
pool School Board, as is perfectly well 
known, has always enjoyed the confidence 
of the whole district, and there are on the 
Liverpool School Board men of different 
religious views, all of whom are anxious 
to do their best for the cause of education. 
I do think that I have made out some 
sort of a case showing that one cast- 
iron rule ought not to be applied to rural 
and town districts. The circumstances 
vary. Liverpool is no inconsiderable 
place. Hon. Members have spoken of 
Wales, but what is the population of the 
Principality of Wales as compared with 
that of Liverpool? The population of 
Liverpool is more than half the entire 
population of Wales, and in Liverpool 
there is no doubt or hesitation whatever 
about this as to what is wanted. They 
approve generally of the New Code, but 
they say that the regulations as they 
understand them are gcing to work 
disadvantageously for the best class of 
schools in Liverpool, and they ask my 
right hon. friend and the Education 
Department to give their case reasonable 
and fair consideration, and to interpret 
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their Minute in such a way as will help 
the Liverpool schools to maintain their 
position. I am sure the right hon. 
Gentleman has no desire to do any real 
injury to those excellent Voluntary 
schools. 


Sm BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): The hon. Member opposite has made 
a strong attack upon the age at which 
children should go to school. Recently 
we have had largely to increase the 
number of our infant schools because 
hitherto we did not expect to have to find 
accommodation for children under five 
years of age, whereas it has been found 
that the working classess send their 
children to school as soon as they are 
three. The right hon. Geatleman sug- 
gested that it was not necessary to have 
any education for children below the age 
of five, and that under that age they 
ought to be running about the lanes all 
day. That might be all very well for a 
healthy boy of twelve, but children of six 
years and three years cannot run about 
the lanes all day, and they require some 
place for rest. There is a nursery made 
ior them. In crowded centres their 
mothers have no time to attend to them, 
and there is no room in which they can 
be conveniently kept during the day time ; 
therefore, to be able to send _ these 
young children to school is a very 
great boon to the working classes. 
The right hon. Gentleman suggested that 
there were some infant schools in which 
the infauts were not altogether treated 
kindly. I do not know what is the rule 
of the Education Department with regard 
to the cane, but I certainly think it ought 
tobe prohibited in infant schools, and I 
would think very little of the school 
manager who permitted it. I am happy 
to say that my experience has not been 
that of the right hon. Gentleman I have 
seen nothing but kindness in infant 
schools. I believe it is now a rule of the 
Education Department that infants are 
not to be kept sitting still, but that they 
are, at the end of every twenty minutes 
or so, to be allowed to run around the 
room. The seats, too, are much more 
comfortable, and the infants’ legs do not 
dangle down as in the old days. There 
is no light thrown on their eyes, and the 
schools are kept warm and well ventilated. 
My experience is that these little children 
are very fond indeed of school. The 


right hon. Gentleman told us of an infant , 


{14 JuNE 1900} 
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school in which a half-witted girl was 
made a monitress in order to amuse the 
smaller babies, while the school mistress 
taught the older infants. It is very easy 
to raise a laugh in this House, but if we 
look at it from a common-sense point of 
view that was a very sensible arrangement. 
We all agree that babies of that age do 
not want teaching, and the right hon. 
Gentleman says that this half-witted girl 
was very kind to the infants, being no 
doubt actuated by that love of children 
generally inherent in half-witted people. 
It seems to me that it was a very sensible 
arrangement that this girl should have 
been allowed to keep quiet the very little 
children. I have seen so much of infant 
schools, especially in rural parishes, that 
I earnestiy trust the right hon. Gentle- 
man, notwithstanding the opinion enun- 
ciated this evening, will not make any 
alteration with regard to them. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I 
desire to allude to the question of the 
tenure of teachers. It is a matter which 
arouses a very great deal of interest 
throughout the whole of the teaching 
profession, and which concerns teachers 
in Voluntary schools as well as teachers in 
Board schools. It is of course a matter 
which affects teachers employed under 
microscopical school boards rather than 
teachers employed in large school boards 
where the search-light of public opinion is 
promptly brought to bear on all cases of in- 
justice or tyranny. However, this is a ques- 
tion on which all teachers are practically 
united, and it is one of very great im- 
portance to education, because on the 
quality of our teachers really depends 
our progress in educational matters. 
The fact that we have been fortunate 
enough in this Parliament to pass a 
teachers’ pension scheme has given the 
question of tenure even more importance 
than it had before. It may now be said 
that we nurse teachers from the time of 
their apprenticeship up to the time of their 
certification. They are examined several 
times with regard to their physical health 
as well as to their intellectual capacity 
and personal character, but once they are 
certified they never know whether they 
will be continued in their employment 
for a sufficient period of time to entitle 
them to pensions, although they are com- 
pelled to keep up their pension payments. 
We differ in this respect from every other 
country in Europe, and I certainly hope 
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that the right hon. Gentleman, who has | 
always been a sympathetic friend to the 
teaching profession, will recognise the 
importance of dealing with this matter. 
It can be dealt with, I believe, by an 
article in the Code, and, if not, there will 
be no difficulty in passing legislation for 
the purpose during the present session. 
The only other matter to which I should 
like to direct the attention of the Com- 
mittee is that of the poor law schools 
referred to by the hon. Gentleman for 
Hoxton Division. No one acquainted 
with the Report of the Committee which 


was issued in 1895 can fail to recognise | 
the fact that children brought up in poor | 


law schools suffer both in quantity and 
quality as regards the education which 
theyreceive. The whole Report, to which I 
believe the right hon. Gentleman was a 


signatory, is a condemnation of poor law | 


schools. I frankly agree with the hon. 
Member for the Hoxton Division that if 
these schools are to exist at all it would 
be better that they should be under the 


inspection of the Education Department, | 


but my point rather is that these schools 
ought not to exist at all. Guardians are, 
I believe, getting more enlightened, and if 
they chose to treat children in the 


proper way there would be no need to | 


send them to the workhouses at all, and 


they wouid be freed from that taint | 


which is always associated with the work- 


house, and which will always attach to_ 


these poor law schools however much you 
improve the character of the education 
given in them. If a system of boarding 
out were adopted the children could 
attend the ordinary schools, and would 


be merged in the general child life of the | 


country. Until that can be done I confess 
I think the Education Department would 
do well to take over the inspection of poor 
law schools. Their inspector’s report 
would not, I think, be ignored by any 
board of guardians, and even if it were 
ignored, public opinion would be brought 
to bear on the more glaring defects and 
they would be remedied. I hope on both 


these matters we shall have a sympathetic 


assurance from the right hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, 
dale): The right hon. Gentleman has 
made a speech to-day which on the whole 
is very satisfactory to hon. Members on 
this side of the House, and the views he 
expressed are very much in sympathy 
with the views which we entertain also. 

Mr. Flower, 


{COMMONS} 


Rossen- | 
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His speech did not differ from others 
which I have read in former years, proving 
that the view he takes of national educa- 
tion is much broader and more liberal 
than the view generally held by the 
Government. With regard to the many 
subjects he brought forward very little 
difference of opinion can exist ; but there 
is one omission to which I should like to 
direct the right hon. Gentleman’s atten- 
tion, and that is that no reference has 
been made by him to the state of things 
| produced by the Minute which was dis- 
cussed a few weeksago. By that Minute 
the higher grade schools are placed, as 
the right hon. Gentleman knows, ina very 
| uncertain position. They are no longer 
| to be supported by special grants, which 
'have been their chief means of subsist- 
‘ence. We are left in doubt as to how 
long higher elementary education is to be 
| left in this suspended condition—partly in 
the air and partly on the ground. If this 
Minute is to be of any value—if it is to 
confer benefit on these higher grade 
schools—it would be well if it were 
carried out quickly. At the present time 
| technical schools are praccically empty 
during the day, though they provide, of 
course, excellent instruction in the even- 
ings. If we were to provide a two years 
course for boys of fourteen years of age, 
coming from higher elementary schools, 
|in the ordinary technical schools of the 
country in the daytime, we should fit them 
at sixteen years of age to become far more 
efficient apprentices in all the more scien- 
| tific industries of the country, and also 
more fitted to engage in other walks of 
| life, and in a few years we should have a 
totally different population. I am inti- 
mately acquainted with the systems 
prevailing in Germany, Switzerland, 
America, and elsewhere; and as one 
largely interested in the scientific in- 
dustries of England, I feel we are suffer- 
ing immensely for want of well-educated 
boys to come as apprentices or to take 
responsible posts, whereas in other 
/countries there are hundreds of young 
fellows available for all the workshops, 





/and after a few years in the shops they 
|are placed in positions of responsibility. 
|I am not speaking now of the higher 
| technical schools, but of schools such as 
we have in Manchester, Salford, Liver- 
pool, and elsewhere, and if we could throw 
them open during the day to scholars 
from the higher elementary schools, 

| am quite sure that the parents would only 
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be too glad to send them, in order that | 
they might be better prepared for the | 
positions they are to occupy in after life. | 
I regret, therefore, that the right hon. 
Gentleman did not allude to the higher | 
grade schools which he said on a previous | 
oceasion the Department intended to | 
establish. I think it is a matter of very | 
great importance, and I hope the right | 
hon. Gentleman will be good enough to 
inform the Committee what provision the 
Board of Education has made, or is about 
to make, to encourage the school boards | 
and managers of Voluntary schools to 
establish higher grade departments in 
connection with their schools. I presume 
that the Education Department has 
considered the question as to how 
these higher grade departments are going | 
to be established. I hope this is not one 
of the excellent “ intentions ” of the Educa- 
tion Department. We have heard a great 
many of them since the right hon. Gentle- 
man has practically presided over the 
education of this country. I have the 
most perfect confidence in the right hon. 
Gentleman’s intentions, but there appears 
to be some obstruction always in his way. 
He does not disclose all the facts to us, 
but his speeches indicate that there is 
always some lion in the path, or someone 
who throws cold water on all his excellent 
intentions. I trust the right hon. Gentle- 
man will be able to give us some en- 
couragement that the Board schools and 
also the Voluntary schools are to have 
facilities offered to them to start these 
higher grade departments. It would be 
a very cheerful announcement to the 
country,and we would all dowhat we could 
to assist the right hon. Gentleman to carry 
forward his good intentions. I should | 
also like to allude to another omission in 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman. 
He criticised the infant schools, but did 
not say how he would improve them. [| 
differ entirely from the right hon. Gentle- 
man with regard to infant teaching. My 
experience of infant teaching is based 
entirely on a system which I have | 
almost all my life endeavoured to | 
encourage—namely, the kindergarten | 
system, carried out especially for the 
children of the working classes. 
The right hon. Gentleman gave an 
example of the kind of teaching to be 
found in infant schools; I should like to | 
give another example, which, if he would | 
do me the honour to consider it, might | 
perhaps help the Department in making | 
( 
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infant school teaching one of the most 
important factors, if not the main founda- 
tion of education in this country. 


Str J. GORST: At what age would 
you begin # 


*Mr. MATHER: At three years of 
age. In the town of Salford I erected an 
infant school for 400 “gutter” children 
who were trained on that system. They 
entered the school at three years of age, 
and proceeded to the Board school at six 
or seven. Not only were the habits of the 


children improved, but the habits of the 


parents were also improved through the 
influence of the children. So much was 


| that the case in Salford that it was quite 


an interesting sight to all interested in 
education to visit the school to which I 
have referred. The teaching requires to 
be totally different from that given at 


the age of seven. Children at the 
age of three are in the most im- 
pressionable period of their lives. 


If they are allowed to ramble about 
the streets from their wretched homes 
they become vitiated without any criminal 
intent, and become imbued with ideas and 
habits that the elementary schools cannot 
That is a very important part of 
the explanation as to why, after thirty 
years of excellent elementary teaching, so- 
very few of the children of the working 
classes in after life do justice to the 
training and education they received at 
school. I believe it is because that from 
three to six—the most important part of 
child life—they are allowed to run 





around the streets and pick up habits and 


ideas which they never got rid of. The 
impressions which children receive during. 
that period remain with them throughout 
their lives. Of course it is not attempted 
to teach such children their letters or to 
deal with them in any way on the lines 
of ordinary elementary education. That 
would merely 
damage the children, and make them 
mere machines. If the right hon. Gentle- 
man would only go a short distance from 
this House, I could show him a kinder- 
garten school where the children enter at 


three and remain until they are six or 
_ seven, 


He will find it a perfect paradise, 
and the children’s lives are so happy that 
they would rather be there than anywhere 
else. Such was the effect produced by the 
Salford school to which I have referred, 
that the little ones came on Sundays, 
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on holidays, and on Saturday after-, rally known as the Joint Memorandum, 


noons, and knocked at the 
be admitted into the school so that they 


doors to, 


might have the enjoyment which they | 


could not get elsewhere. The whole 
neighbourhood, in fact, was changed by 
that school, and the homes were vastly 
improved by the better habits the chil- 
dren brought into them. At the first 
start of the school the mothers 
would threaten “to do for” the school 
mistress if she attempted to touch 
her children if they needed to be washed ; 
but after a time not only did the children 
come to school clean themselves, but the 
mothers came with them clean 
Infant teaching may be carried out in a 
manner which is a blessing to the children 
and prepares them for the teaching in 
elementary schools and for after-life. I 
would only mention one other matter. 
It appears to me _ that teachers 
throughout the country generally who 
subscribe to the pension-fund require 
greater consideration than they now 
receive at the hands of the Education 
Department as regards summary dis- 
missal. That is a matter which cannot 
be dealt with legally by the Department, 
but I think there is a moral obligation 
on the Board of Education, and I would 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to consider 
whether it would not be possible that the 
unreasonable complaints and the sum- 
mary dismissals from which teachers 
suffer might not be dealt with 
through the Department. I trust the 
right hon. Gentleman may be able to give 
us some further information with regard 
to these points. I can assure him that I 
have the highest regard for the excellence 
of his motives and for the good work 
which has been accomplished by the 
Department during the period it has been 
under his control. 


Sir KR. C. JEBB (Cambridge University) : 
I desire to refer to the Minute of the 
Board of Education of April 6th, pro- 
posing to establish new higher elementary 
schools. That Minute, it will be remem- 
bered, fixed the age limit for higher 
elementary schools at fifteen, and it has 
come to my knowledge that some very 
able schoolmasters contend that their 
views in regard to the age limit have 
been incorrectly recommended to this 


House, and that I am the person respon- | 


sible. I think I can clear up the point in 
a very few words. 


Mr. Mather. 


also. | 


grade schools respectively. 


The document, gene- | 


was drawn up in 1897 as the outcome of 
a conference between associations which 
represented the head masters of the 
secondary schools and of the higher- 
That Joint 
Memorandum nowhere explicitly defined 
the age limit which the signatories 
thought desirable for higher primary 
schools, but there is one passage in it 
from which the age contemplated by the 
signatories might be inferred. That 
passage states that the higher primary 
schools ought to include pupils who had 
taken a three or four years course after 
having passed the sixth standard. Boys 
usually pass the sixth standard about the 
age of twelve or thirteen, and therefore 


four years after that would bring 
up the age to sixteen or seventeen 
for the higher primary _ schools. 


I was quite aware of that when I referred 
in a recent discussion to the Joint Memo- 
randum.* I referred to it only for the 
purpose of bringing out those principles 
for the delimitation of primary from 
secondary education, which the Joint 
Memorandum embodies, anc’in regard to 
which it is a most importarit document, 
as being the first attempt at a concordat 
between the masters of primary and 
secondary schools. But one or two of 
those who signed the Joint Memorandum 
complained that I had represented them as 
thinking that the recognised limit for the 
higher primary schools should be fifteen. 
Looking at the official report of what I 
said in Hunsard, I cannot find that I said 
anything which justified any such mis- 
apprehension. Since I have been assured 
that my remarks could be so interpreted, 
and have been so interpreted, in the 
country, I think it is only just and 
right to these gentlemen to say publicly 
to the Committee that I did not intend to 
claim these gentlemen as supporting the 
age limit of fifteen for the higher primary 


schools. Their view is that in the 
higher primary — schools _ education 


should go on to the age of six- 
teen or seventeen. I thank the 
Committee for having permitted me 
to make this statement, and I will only 
add that in the passage which they com- 
plained of, I used the phrase “higher 
elementary schools,” which is the phrase 
of the Minute, and not “higher primary 
schools,” which is the phrase employed 





* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series!, Vol. ixxxii., page 600. 
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throughout the Joint Memorandum. The 
eminent services of these gentlemen to 
education in their own sphere entitle them 
to this clear and emphatic statement upon 


my part. 
*Sir F. S. POWELL: I hope I am not 


violating the rules of the House if I 


express great regret that so large an 
amount, upwards of £11,000,000, should 
be included in the same Vote. It isa 
matter deserving of comment that so large 
a sum, dealing with such a miscellaneous 


body of subjects, should be included in | 


the same Vote. I do not think it 
necessary to allude to the speech made by 
the hon. Member for Flint at an earlier 
period of our proceedings to-night; but as 
lama member of the committee of the 
National Society, I feel bound to 
say a word on behalf of the  secre- 
tary, the Reverend Mr. Brownrigg, 
who is not able to speak for him- 
self. The hon. Gentleman described 
the rev. gentleman as belonging to an 
extreme party in the Church; that 
accusation is entirely unfounded. I have 
had the privilege of the acquaintance of 
Mr. Brownrigg for many years in connec- 
tion with the Society, and I confess that 
Ido not know at this moment to what 
school of thought he belongs. He is a 
loyal Churchman, entirely unattached to 
any section into which the Church at 
present is most unhappily divided. As a 
poor law guardian, I think the remedy for 
the disease of pauper children is to send 
them to the elementary schools. In 
Bradford we send all our pauper children, 
clad in ordinary attire, to the elementary 
schools, where they mingle with the 
other children and behave and acquit 
themselves in a very satisfactory manner. 
There is in my opinion no other solution 
for dealing with pauper children. You 
must separate them from the workhouse 
altogether, and hand them over to proper 
foster-mothers, and send them to the ele- 
mentary schools of the country. Until 
that is done the pauper taint will con- 
tinue, and all your labour will be in vain. 
With reference to the new minute in 


regard to which some discussion has | 


arisen, | would like to make one remark. 
I refer to one article which deals with 
elementary schools which requires an 
attendance of two years at an elementary 
school before the pupil is entitled to 
attend the higher elementary schools. 
In Bradford we have a school, the 
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| children of which are in great difficulty. 
|The school conducted by the college is 
‘broken up, the college having been 
transferred to the technical instruction 
‘committee of the City Council ; and the 
children are not eligible for the higher 
elementary school under the Act because 
of the two years limit. I am told by 
those who manage our technical college at 
Bradford that these children suffer great 
hardship in consequence of the injustice of 
the new Code, and I am also told that there 
are Germans and others who do not know 
our language who have lately come to 
London who are morally entitled to these 
advantages. What experience may show 
generally as to the operation of that 
clause | do not venture to say, but I 
think the remarks I have made show that 


‘great care must be taken, and _ possibly 


some changes made in future years. Some 
questions were put earlier in the evening 
by the hon. Member tor East Somer- 
set, and the debate on this question has 
drifted, as unhappily it usually does, into 
a denominational question and a religious 
controversy. But I hope my right hon. 
friend will not omit to give a full reply to 
the hon. Member for East Somerset, as I 
am as anxious as he is to know what is the 
operation at the present time of Clause 7 
of the Directory. I believe the right 
hon. Gentleman has taken great in- 
terest in the working of the clause, and I 
hope he will inform us in the course of 
this debate what districts are within 
the operation of this clause, and 
what prospect there is of a_ larger 


“number of districts being so affected. 


I will not deal with the transfer 
from the Charity Commissioners to the 
Education Department, as in my judg- 
ment the minute is meagre and am- 
biguous. The friends of education do 
not feel certain to which Department 
application should be made in any 
given case. ‘This is not a matter of 
secondary importance, it is one which 
deals with great institutions and has im- 
portant relation to the future progress of 
education in this country. Until we are 
better informed on this subject those who 
have to conduct the operations of grammar 
schools and secondary education will feel 
under great difficulty. The present con- 
dition of affairs is a great impediment to 
education and progress. The hon. Member 
for East Somerset asked, and I desire 
also to know, what the decision of the 
Government is as regards the division in 
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the new Boardof Education between secon- | 


dary and technical education—or rather 
between elementary education on the one 
hand and technical and secondary educa- 
tion on the other. Are secondary and 
technical education to be treated sepa- 
rately under two secretaries—one to con- 
duct the technical and one the secondary 
department? I wish to express my great 
regret, as a member of the Council of 
the Victoria University and member 
of the Council of the Yorkshire College 
of Leeds, that larger grants are 
not made to our modern universities. 
The Victoria University, which deals 
with all England, but more strictly with 
Lancashire and Yorkshire, has a grant of 
£2,000 a year; the University of Wales 
has a grant of £4,000, double that which 
the Victoria University commands. I do 
not wish to diminish the grant for Wales, 
but to most emphatically and respectfully 
put in aclaim on behalf of the Victoria 
University. The same remark applies to 
university colleges. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I must remind the 
hon. Member that the motion now before 
the Committee is to reduce the Vice- 
President’s salary. The hon. Member 


cannot discuss other subjects under this | 
'tinuing, though he knows very well that 


particular motion now. 


*Sir F. S. POWELL: I should wish | 


to make some further remarks, but I 
am afraid I should be out of order if I 


proceeded. I must, however, express great | 


satisfaction at the course of the debate 
to-night. I think it shows that the 
sympathy of the Committee is with 
the educational reforms which have 
taken place, and that we desire to 
see greater reforms, to which 
are only preliminary. 
ticipations of the sanguine will be fully 
fulfilled, and that those who are called 
upon to take part in these debates in 
years to come will look back to this 
present day as the dawn of a better era 
of education. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): We | 


have listened to the speech of the Vice- 
President, which was of a most astonishing | 
character, a speech not of a Minister, but 
of a Front Opposition Bench critic. We are 
accustomed here to Ministers contenting 
themselves with defending the malad- 
ministration of which they have been | 
guilty. The right hon. Gentleman who | 


Sir F. S. Powell. 
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sits in the seat of authority, who is 
responsible to this House for the adminis. 
tration of the Board of Education, has 
not coupled with his statements of what 
ought to be done, anything like a plain 
intimation that he will endeavour to carry 
out the suggestions he put forward. J] 
regret that we have received from him 
no hint of that kind, because some of his 
suggestions are easy of accomplishment. 
We had from him a speech full of paradox 
and full of extreme instances, and I think 
the average teachers have a right to com- 
plain of some of the instances given. The 
Committee is told that infant schools of 
this country are conducted by trained 
persons guilty of ignorance and want of 
refinement and want of qualifications, and 
it is unfair that instances of the ignorance 
of Article 68 teachers should be quoted 
as typical even in extreme cases of these 
admirable women who conduct our infant 
schools in this country. The right hon. 
Gentleman complained that some of the 
school boards continued the bad old 
system of individual examination which 
the Department had abolished so far as it 
could. But I feel that in the speech of 


| the right hon. Gentleman there is nothing 


in the shape of a hint that he intends to 
prohibit this bad old system from con- 


he can do so by a stroke of the pen. The 
right hon. Gentleman complains that 
school boards and voluntary organizations 
are still proceeding on these old and 
antiquated lines; but why does he not 
stop it? It is only one of the cases of 
disparity between the ideals and _ the 
administration of which his speech is 
full. The right hon. Gentleman urges 


the necessity of encouraging day training 


colleges ; but why does he not go on to 
say that he will try to induce the 
Treasury to provide the £10,000 per 
annum necessary to place them, in 
respect of grant, upon an equality of 
footing with the residential training 
colleges? With regard to the reform of 
inspection, a step forward was taken 
during the vice-presidency of Mr. 
Mundella, when the lower-grade in- 
spectors were translated into  sub- 
inspectors, and another step in the 
direction of reform was taken in the days 
of Mr. Acland, when one or two of 
them were made inspectors of schools, but 


since then the process has been arrested. 


One could perhaps put up with that, 
because it was what the schools had been 
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accustomed to. 
ominous foreshadow in the speech of the 
right hon. Gentleman to-night as to the 
appointment of sub-inspectors in future. 
We were told that in the old days when 


payment by results was in vogue it was | 


necessary to have sub-inspectors, who 


had been teachers, but now the sub- | 
inspectors might be men not qualified by | 


experience in the schools to do that kind 
of work. I certainly formed the im- 
pression that it was the intention of the 


Bourd of Education in future to cease | 


to appoint as sub-inspectors men who 
have been teachers in schools, and to 
appoint young men on the list of a 
University Employment 


I wish to point out that no matter how 
learned academically, how earnest and 
sympathetic, and how high his ideals 


in regard to education the inspector | 
you send into the public elementary | 


schools, if he himself has had no experience 
in a public elementary school, or of elemen- 


tary school children, and does not know | 


the limitations of their environment, or 
their ability, will pitch the key too high, 
and he will become unsympathetic, con- 
temptuous, and perfunctory, except in 
very rare instances indeed. 
if it were not for the sub-inspectors, who 


know from long experience what can be | 


done in a school, and how far the limita- 


tions do apply and hamper, the inspection | 


of the schools of the country would be 
earried out in a very imperfect fashion 
indeed. The lack of friction is often due to 
the fact that the inspectors who are sent 
to do the werk without previous ex- 
perience at all rely on the experience of 
subordinates — the sub-inspectors who 
have been teachers—and so difficulty is 
avoided. Iwould warn the Committee, and 
particularly the Vice-President of the Coun- 
cil,against any idea of stopping the appoint- 
ment in future, to the lower grades of 
inspectorate at any rate, of men who by 
experience know something about the 
work and the limitations incidental to 
public elementary schools. I have met 
inspectors who have risen from tke ranks 
of teachers in France, Switzerland, and 
Germany, and I venture to state that 
inspectors so chosen will compare favour- 
ably in every respect with the inspectors 
of this country. Another important sub- 
ject is the relationship between the school 
managers and the teachers. Remarks 
have been made in this debate about the 
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have no experience in schools at all. | 


At present, | 
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dismissal of teachers by the managers. 
That.is an obvious difficulty, and I do not 
mean to dwell upon it. It might destroy 
a teacher’s income for months or years. It 
might blacken his record. !t might 
impair his chance of getting employ- 
ment again. In some cases it might 
limit or annul his claim to a 
pension. There are difficulties of this 
kind every year, but I want the Com- 
mittee to consider the effect upon children 
in a school where there is friction of this 
kind between the managers and the 
teacher. In many cases in my own 
knowledge the educational system has 
been upset for months and years by these 
quarrels and disturbances. Parents have 
withdrawn children from schools, and 
fresh schools have been opened. Parents 
have refused to recognise the teacher 
brought in at the point of the bayonet, so 
to speak, to replace the dismissed teacher. 
These things are known to the Board of 
Education, and to the inspectors and 
officials, and to hon. Members. I venture 
to hope that this debate will not close 
without an assurance being given by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Vice-President 
that the Department will undertake 
to do something to prevent this 
kind of thing in future, and to see 
that teachers obtain some _ protection 
against capricious dismissal. I heard of 
a case the other day where a teacher who 
was four months short of the period neces- 
sary to qualify for a pension was dis- 
missed by the managers of the school. 
The dismissal of that teacher left him un- 
able by four months to complete his term 
of qualification. He is approaching the 
age of sixty-five, and in this country it is 
true that a teacher over forty or forty- 
five has a very small chance -f getting 
new employment at all. I venture to say 
that in all cases of that kind the Board 
of Education ought to interfere. The 
Board of Education is all powerful when 
once the Code is passed by the House. 
The Board of Education has _ the 
machinery and can satisfy itself as to 
the merits of any particular dispute. The 
| Board could easily make it a stipulation 
|that there shall be for the teacher and 
| managers a form of agreement containing 
/a clause which would give the teacher 
| protection against unjustifiable dismissal. 
The Board could make it a condition of the 
| grant that they shall retain to themselves 
the right to decide between managers and 
| teachers in matters of dispute. I hope we 
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shall have some assurance on these points. 
Can we have the extra grant for the 
training colleges? Can we be sure that 
the inspectors to be appointed in future 
shall be both men of academic distinction 
and experience in schools ? Above all— 
and it is a matter of importance at the 
present moment, because of the operation 
of the Act of 1898—can we have from the 
right hon. Gentleman an assurance that 
he will, to the best of his ability, secure 
that teachers whose lives are in the right 
and whose efficiency is unquestioned, 
shall have protection against dismissal 
arising from difficulties of creed, politics, 
or temper without any reference what- 
ever to the efficiency of the work of the 
school ? 


*CoLONEL MILWARD (Stratford-upon- 
Avon): I desire to support in a few 
words the argument of the hon. Gentle- 
man with reference to the dismissal of 
teachers owing to the friction between 
them and managers. I do not think the 
grievance very often occurs, but I feel 
that from time to time it is true that 
teachers are dismissed for inadequate 
reasons, and in that case they have no 
power of appeal. Although it is perfectly 
true that in many other walks of life men 
are dismissed from the positions they 
hold owing to the hardness of those who 
employ them, there is a difference in the 
case of school teachers who are quasi- 
public servants. I wish they were public 
servants altogether, but I think that in 
their present position they ought to have 
a right of appeal against arbitrary dis- 
missal. A board of guardians can- 
not dismiss even the most humble 
servant without the right of  ap- 
peal to the Local Government Board. 
I think the same thing should hold true in 
reference to school teachers, whose position 
is a difficult one and dependent upon a 
certain length of service for a pension. I 
admit that the right of appeal to the 
Education Department is a difficult ques- 
tion, but the difficulty might be over- 
come if a local educational authority was 
established. With a county or borough 
authority to which appeal could be made 
there would be a better chance of the 
real merits of the case being understood. 


The same may be said in reference to the | 
complaints the hon. Member for Flint | 
brought forward that teachers have taken | 


advantage of their position to force upon 
the minds of children religious doctrines 


Mr. Yorall. 
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of which parents do not approve. Pos- 
sibly there have been such cases, but I 
am convinced they have been few and far 
between. At the same time I have the 
greatest sympathy with Nonconformists 
who find themselves in a parish with only 
one school to which they can send their 
children, and in the management of which 
they have no confidence. On the other 
hand, it is quite clear that the country 
does not wish to see universal school 
boards, and that being the case, a local 
educational authority to which parents 
could appeal would be of the highest value. 
If there was a borough or a county autho- 
rity, and if there was any complaint in 
regard to religious instruction it would be 
far easier to appeal to a local authority 
than toa central authority. May I say 
I think that all this points to the fact that 
the time is coming when there should be 
a review of the educational policy of this 
country. If you look to what is taking 
place in Convocation, and to the views 
expressed by educational authorities, you 
will find that there is a feeling in favour 
of achange. If the Government would 
have the courage of their convictions and 
introduce a local authority in education 
the alteration would give the greatest 
impetus that could be given to the educa- 
tion of the country. 


Lorp EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): I am glad to 
think that of all those questions referred 
to by my hon. friend below the 
gangway the right of appeal, or 
rather the grant of some right 
of appeal, to teachers against arbitrary 
dismissal, is perhaps the one that comes 
most home to the educational mind. I was 
exceedingly glad to hear what fell just 
now from the hon. Member who addressed 
the Committee, because it shows that 
these feelings are not confined to one side 
ot the House. It is perfectly obvious 
that the importance of this question has 
grown enormously since Her Majesty's 
Government started a superannuation 
fund for teachers. Before that the ques- 
tion of the possible right of appeal in the 
case of a teacher was one which chiefly 
appealed to what may be called the 
sense of dignity and importance of the 
office of schoolmaster ; but it did not, ex- 
cept in a minor degree and indirectly, 
carry with it considerations of the import- 
tant pecuniary interest now attached to 
schoolmasters, who are 
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obliged by law, after a_ certain 
date, to contribute a certain sum 
from their salaries to the superannuation 
fund. If they are dismissed before they 
have contributed for the full period indi- 
cated, they are liable to lose their pension 
and also the benefit of their contributions. 
My hon. friend who addressed the House 
just now spoke of certain cases which 
were within his knowledge. I think he 
acted wisely in not giving names and 
places. It is quite clear that the matters 
involved in these cases are matters of 
great delicacy, and that to name the cases 
and the individuals would, perhaps, 
increase the sense of hardship by giving 
them special publicity. I can certainly 
say for myself that I am acquainted with 
details of cases of arbitrary dismissal upon 
inadequate grounds by both Voluntary 


school managers and small school beards. | 


The question of poor law schools is of 
urgent importance in the metropolis and 


many of the larger towns, but less so in | 


small towns and country districts because 
of the wise provision in the Local 
Government Act, 1888, by which county 
councils can pay the fees of children and 
charge them to the Exchequer contribu- 
tion to the county fund. ‘The effect has 
been to encourage boards of guardians to 
send children to public day schools, and 
in the county of Wilts I donot think any 
children are educated in the workhouses. 
What is really required in the great 
towns is the benefit of the same 
machinery, because the obvious difficulty 
is that the number of poor law children 
inthe metropolis might be so great as to 


swamp the schools of the districts. In. 


what he said about training colleges and 
the grievances of Nonconformist teachers 
the Vice-President has shown his desire 
to meet the difficulty and has indicated 
the right course to pursue. This is one 
illustration among many of the difficulties 
that arise from the system of attempting 
to combine the benefit of denominational 
education with the benefit of the School 
Board system. As many hon. Members 
have already said in this debate, and 
nobody said it more clearly than my 
noble friend the Member for Greenwich, 
you have the supporters of the Voluntary 
system and the supporters of the School 
Board system, like cats on the roofs of 
two opposite houses, engaged in rivalry 
upon this question. The only result is 
that the supporters of the Voluntary 
system are strong enough to prevent the | 
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School Board system doing a great deal 
of useful work, and on the other hand 
the School Board system is sufficiently 
strong in many cases to prevent the 
Voluntary system getting the benefits 
which might be obteined from it 
What we in this House, who should try 
to control and still these unfortunate 


rivalries, really want to do is to see 


whether some system cannot be invented 
which will give fairplay to both these 
principles without bringing them to stand 
in one another’s way, strong enough to 
thwart one another but neither of them 
strong enough to get the upper hand and 
carry out their educational work. I can 
perfectly imagine, though I should differ 
from it, that if Parliament was to say that 
the Voluntary system should alone be re- 
cognised, and the whole of our educational 
system be organised according to the 
religious views of different parents or 
different sections of opinion, it would be 
possible on those lines to organise a great 
system of education capable of producing 
very good results. I can also perfectly 


realise that if we had a great system of 


undenominational education under such 
boards or other public authorities, there 
also great and admirable results must 
accrue to the nation which established 
such a system. But we have been 
obliged, for the reasons which prevailed 
in 1870, to arrive at a compromise—as 
we nearly always have to do in England. 
I would venture to say to the noble Lord 
the MemberforGreenwich thatalltheargu- 
ments he used and the similar arguments 
used by others in this debate were the 
same as were used in 1870, and we had 
to come back to the Cowper-Temple 
Ciause and the unsectarian system of 
education which that clause gives, simply 
because every other system failed to 
obtain a majority of this House. The 
end of all those long and bitter debates 
was simply that we had to arrive ata 
compromise. I venture to say that if 
the noble Lord was Minister for Educa- 
tion and tried to reduce into practice 
the ideas he has brought forward, he 
would find after long debates that it was 
not in his power to bring forward suffi- 
ciently strong battalions to overcome the 
opposition which those ideas would ex- 
cite, and we should have to come back 
to the point we reached as long ago as 
1870. We should have to recognise both 
of these great classes—namely, those who 
desire to have Voluntary schools and 
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those who desire to have the School | 
Board system. In whatever way we 
follow out those ideas, we shall always | 
have more or less to recognise that those | 
two great classes of ideas do exist, and 
that whether we agree with them or | 
whether we do not, they are held by | 
large numbers of our fellow-countrymen. | 
All we can do is to go on adapting and 
extending our machinery | without 
attempting too much. The point we 
seem to have come to is as to 
whether or not we can attempt to meet 
what has been acknowledged by the 
Vice-President, the First Lord of the 
Treasury, and the noble Lord the} 
Member for Greenwich to constitute the 
real grievance of Nonconformists—namely, | 
that there are an enormous number of 
parishes in which the whole control 
of the education of the children is 
in the hands of one denomination, 
and that denomination the Chureh 
of England, so that presumably the child 
of Nonconformist parents must be with- 
drawn from religious education or accept 
a form which is not that with which the 
parents agree. The idea of the noble | 
Lord appears to be that we must attempt 
in some way or other to revive the famous 
27th clause of the Bill brought in by the 
Vice-President, by which the child of 
Nonconformist parents was enabled to 
claim to receive within a Church school— 
I do not know from whom, whether from 
the minister of its own religious denomi- 
nation or from the teacher of the school 
—a different religious education, and 
that therefore in all these schools there 
should be two systems of religious educa- 
tion going on. When that Bill was 
brought in the clause was universally 
condemned. {An Hon. MEMBER: Not 
universally.] Not universally, but by a 
great majority of this House, and in 
matters of this kind we are obliged to 
consider the majority. The Bill broke 
down very largely because that clause 
did not receive from any quarter 
an amount of support sufficient to 
float it over all the shoals and diffi- 
culties in this House, and I do not 
believe it would be any use  what- 
ever attempting to revive that proposal. 
I may be asked what is the use of my 
criticising these proposals if I have 
nothing to propose myself. I will only | 
say that the real difficulty and grievance 
has always appeared to me to consist less | 
in the question of the religious education | 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice. 
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given to the child than in the manage- 
The real grievance 
of the Nonconformist is not that his child 
has to go to a school in which he may be 


| taught something in regard to religion of 


There are 
exceptions, but as a rule I believe the 
clergy of the Church of England are not 
as unreasonable as some people imagine 
in regard to the actual religious education 
given in the schools. There is an 
enormous amount of religious education 
given in Church of England schools which 
is of a character that the child of Noncon- 
formist parents can very well accept. 
There are cases where it is not so. You 
occasionally have an indiscreet clergyman 
or curate who causes great commotion far 
outside his own district by introducing 
high-flown notions about sacerdotalism, or 
by bringing in a special catechism invented 
by some High Church society to which he 
belongs, but such things are exceptional. 
The real grievance is that in an enormous 
number of parishes the whole control 
and management is in the hands of the 
Church of England, which in practice 
means, is in the hands of the clergyman 
of the parish, and therefore everybody 
who is not a member of the Church of 
England is shut off from the management 
of the schools. That has a very bad 
effect in two ways. It causes in the 
minds of Nonconformists a feeling of in- 
justice, and educationally it has the bad 
effect of preventing a large section—and 
very often the most active section, and 
the section which takes the most interest 
in education—from having anything to do 
with the village school. If you want to 
interest the parents and the community 
at large in education, the first thing to be 
done is to make every parent and rate- 
payer feel that the village school is his 
school, that he has something to do with 
it, that he is interested in the manage- 
ment of it, and that it is possible he may 
be called upon to be a manager. These 
are the considerations I venture to sub- 
mit to the Committee in regard to this 
question of education in our rural districts. 
This is a question which mainly affects our 
rural districts rather than the towns. In 
the towns there are generally school boards, 
and even where there are not such boards 
the Nonconformists as a rule are able 
to keep up a British school, to which they 
may send their children without any fear 
of their religious conscience being inter- 
fered with, and in the management of 
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represented. But there are _ larger 
questions than these upon which I would | 
venture to say a word. I want to ask | 
the Vice-President whether before this 
discussion closes it is not within his | 
power to tell us something as to what his | 
Department is doing in regard to the 
Education Act of last year. I read 
with the greatest pleasure an article 
this morning in a paper which is 
not generally considered to be a 
revolutionary paper, or which is never | 
looked upon as anything but a staunch 
supporter of Her Majesty’s Government. : 
I mean the Morning Post. That article 
was one of almost extreme bitterness in 
regard to the conduct of the Education 
Department, of the noble Duke who 
presides over it, and of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite, for their neglect in 
fulfilling the expectations raised by the 
Act of last year. The article stated that 
it could only assume that the right hon. 
Gentleman and his noble chief were con- 
scious that there was something slightly 
absurd in the Act coming into operation 
on the Ist of April, and that the coming 
into operation of the Act was wisely put 
off for a day in order that it should not 
be said in this House that the Act had 
been designedly started on All Fools’ 
Day, because the conduct of the Educa- 
tion Department under the Act would 
have led anybody to suppose that 
the British public and this House 
were being made complete fools of in re- 
gard to the expectations of last year. 
The article points out that last year we 
were told that directly the new Minister 
of Education was appointed we should 
have a real re-organisation of the Depart- 
ment, that there should be three secre- 
taries—one for primary education, one for 
secondary education, and one for tech- 
nical education; but nothing whatever has 
yet been done, and no sign has been given 
that anything is about to be done. In 
addition to that, according to the Act 
itself, a consultative committee of experts 
was to be appointed, and we were told 
that this committee was to be a most im- 
portant body. Weall imagined that my 
hon. friend the Member for Cambridge 
University would be immediately placed 
upon that body, and that by this time we 
should be receiving the great advantage 
of his experience and knowledge, and 
perhaps that of the recently - elected 
Member for. London University. But 
that consultative committee appears to 
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i. Is it or 
| is it not intended to do something in this 
/matter; and, if so, what and when ? 
There is also another point. We have 


|had a new Code, and we have had a 


Minute with regard to higher grade 
schools. No doubt both these documents 
are interesting and important documents, 
but, as has been pointed out in all these 
discussions, we have been placed at a 
great disadvantage because we were told 
last year that there was to be a great 
system of education—primary, secondary, 


j and technical—and that when the Bill of 


last session became an Act we were to be 
of this 
question together on one great and com- 
prehensive scale. What has become of 
the Secondary Education Bill? The 
question is intimately connected with the 
Vote we are discussing to-night; it is 
still more intimately connected with the 


Minute in regard to higher grade 
schools. This Bill hangs fire from week 


to week and from month to month. We 
are told that the Bill is to be introduced 
either here or in another place. When is 
it going to be introduced? In every 
county in England, in every place, in 
every society, in every assembly where 
education is discussed, the cry goes up, 
“When is this Secondary Education Bill 
going to be introduced?” There are 
numbers of most useful schemes at this 
moment hung up simply and _ solely 
because people are not informed as to 
what is going to happen in regard to 
secondary education. The hon. Member 
opposite expressed a strong opinion in 
favour of having a county authority. | 
entirely agree with him. I have always 
regretted we were not able to obtain 
in 1896 the clause which dealt with 
the formation of county authorities. 
There were many _ objectionable 
things in that Bill, but I almost 
think I would’ have _ swallowed 
them all if we had been able to get the 
county authorities. I still hope we shal! 
get the county authorities, and I want to 
know whether we are to be told anything 
this session in regard to this important 
matter. I would venture to press the 
question still further, and to ask whether 
there is any serious intention on the part 
of Her Majesty’s Government, even if 
they introduce this measure, to pass it 
into law. Itis a matter of injustice to 
the whole teaching profession and to the 
educational authorities of this country, 
and it is hardly respectful to this House 
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that a promise of a great measure of this 
kind should be dangied before them from 
week to week and trom month to month 
while at the same time nothing is done to 
redeem that promise. I do not think the 
Committee will be satisfied to be told 
that this is a matter for the noble Duke 
the President of the Council. This is 
the House which votes the money for 
education, and we are entitled to know 
what the intentions of the Government 
are. The Government have mentioned 
this matter in the Queen’s Speech, and 
when a Bill is promised in the Queen’s 
Speech the House is seized of the promise, 
and has a right to ask for its recemption, 
or, if it is not redeemed, to know why. 
I earnestly trust the right hon. Gentleman 
will beable to allay theapprehensions which 
undoubtedly doexist that the House is being 
played with upon this question, and to 
remove the feeling that we shall probably 
eparate, perhaps never to meet again in 
this Parliament, without the fulfilment of 
this great promise in regard to secondary 
education—a promise which at the com- 
mencement of chis Parliament, and at the 
General Election which preceded this 
Parliament, was dangled before the 
electors of the country, and had no small 
share in placing the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite in the position he holds to-night. 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY (West Ham, N.): 
Though I am a very young Member of the 
House, it has been my pleasure to hear the 
Educational Estimates introduced very 
trequently during the last twenty years. 
It was the practice of former Vice- 
Presidents to keep back the statistics re- 
ferring to the education of the country 
until the debate took place, and then to 
give a few extracts from them, some- 
thing in this stvle:—“ That whereas the 
percentage of attendance in the schools 
during the past year was 87-4, it is this 
year 87°6 ; and although the progress has 
not been very marked, yet it is in the 
right direction, and the House may there- 
fore he satisfied. That the number of 
children has increased by some few 
hundreds in the year, which is a further 
evidence of progress.” And so the old prac- 
tice went on year after year; Vice-Presi- 
dent succeeded Vice-President in giving 
us these trifling statistical details, and | 
think that these methods did a very great 
deal of harm in the country ; they lulled 
the people to sleep; the people thought 
the condition of our elementary schools 


Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice. 
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was satisfactory; they pressed but few 
reforms upon the Education Department, 
But my right hon. friend has initiated a 
different form of procedure. I do not know 
whether it is because he loves being in a 
scrape. He told us during his statement 
this evening that he got into a great 
scrape recently for a statement he made, 
and I am inclined to think he will get 
into several more for some of the State- 
mente he has made to-night. But I be- 
lieve he enjoys that kind of thing. At 
all events, he has succeeded in placing 
before the country some few truths w hich 
are not very pleasant to listen’ to, but 
facts which it is well the country should 
know ; and though the right hon. Gentle- 
man will be subjected to a large amount 
of criticism in regard to some of his state- 
ments, yet it is better we should have 
criticism than the lethargy and apathy 
which marked previous years. I admit I 
am often puzzled when the right hon. 
Gentleman is speaking. I have a shrewd 
suspicion that it is not always a depart- 
mental speech he is making. There are 
often indications that he is making a 
strong attack upon his own Department, 
and certainly he does .not always 
appear to be cordially siipporting the 
present Government. I am_ therefore 
sometimes a little puzzled as to 
the goal he is seeking and the object 
he has in view. If it be that from the 
knowledge he has gained in the Depart- 
ment and from the sympathy he has with 
child life he is trying to arouse that 
public opinion before which even the 
strongest Government must bow, I think 
the right hon. Gentleman is engaged ina 
good work, no matter how strange the 
procedure may at first sight appear. I 
believe he has done much during the last 
five years to arouse public opinion in 
regard to our schools, and I believe he 
himself would be surprised if he had the 
opportunities some of us have of ascer- 
taining the great change which is taking 
place in public opinion outside this House 
on the question of the schools. If the 
next General Election be not completely 
overshadowed by one important topic, I 
shall not be surprised if this question of 
the schools plays a very large part in 
returning the next House of Commons. 
Many of the moderate men are sick and 
tired of these perpetual religious 
squabbles, and are heartily disgusted with 
the fanatics on both sides—with the Non- 
conformist who sees nothing but prose- 





“te tod |. ge 


Ya. 1.4 


> A. = teal 





105 Supply—Civil 


lytising in the Churgh schools, and of the 
Churchman who sees everything that is 
godless in tne Board schools, They ery out, 
“A plague on both your houses! Stand 
aside, and let the more moderate men of 
the country settle this question once for 
all, and give us a unified system 
of national education.” It is significant 
that the debate initiated by the hon. 
Gentleman opposite collapsed almost in- 
stuntly, and I am not going to trespass 
on the indulgence of the House by 
attempting to continue it. There are 
points mentioned by the right hon. 
Gentlemafl which I should like to em- 
phasise. He has taken upan entirely new 
topic to-night, one that has been left 
alone for too many years-—namely, the 
system of teaching in our infant schools. 
Children from three to seven or eight 
years of age are systematically crammed. 
The notion among managers, both Board 
and Voluntary, teachers, and the Depart- 
ment itself, until within recent years, was 
that the great object of school work was to 
impart information rather than to develop 
intelligence. I recollect going into a 
large school at Munich a few years ago, 
and, noticing the early hour at which the 
junior department came and the late hour 
at which they left, I remarked, “ Do these 
children work all this number of hours ? ” 
and the directress of the department said, 
“Work? They never work.” “Then 
what do they do all -day ?” I asked. 
“They play all day.” The Germans in 
their infant departments realise the force 
of Montaigne’s dictum that the games of the 
children are their most serious occupations. 
Now that the Department is breaking the 
fetters from off the teachers and setting 
them free, | do urge the Vice-President 
of the Council to see that the system they 
have destroyed is not reset up by school 
boards and by the Associations of Volun- 
tary Schools. In the early days when 
the inspector went round to every school 
and dug up every tender plant to see how 
it was getting on, and then pushed it back 
into the soil again, grants depended upon 
those examinations, and the © school 


managers having a keener eye to grants , 


than to education, employed an inspector 
to go round in order to put the children 
through their facings before Her Majesty’s 
inspector arrived. This used to be a sort 
of dress rehearsal. Now the Board of 
Education have declared the play itself 
to be injurious, but they still allow tne 
dress rehearsal to go on. No one can 
tell the amount of mischief this prac- 
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tice is causing throughout the country. 


‘I have here the syllabus, or teachers’ 


work-book, which is adopted by the 
Leeds School Board, which one would 
have thought was an enlightened and 
progressive authority. This work-book, 
which is to be filled up by the 
teacher, maps out every single subject to 
be taken in the babies’ class, and every 
subject is split up into its separate 
divisions. These infants are inspected, 
and I remember a_ school where the 
inspector reported that the mental 
arithmetic of the lower babies was 
defective. I have a bundle of such re- 
ports which apply not to our much 
abuse: Voluntary school managers, but to 
one of your largest school boards which 
sends round its inspectors to the infant 
schools, and this is their conception of 
what the education of infants should be. 
In one of the schools to which I allude 
there was a report issued to the effect that 
good progress in handwriting was being 
made by the children of three years of 
age. There was also a report in one dis- 
trict to the effect that the pronunciation of 
the babies was defective. Conversational 
lessons, kindergarten, drawing, conversa- 
tion, and scripture each had a separate 
report by this Board’s inspector in the 
babies’ class under the Leeds School 
3oard. That is the system which is 
allowed to go on in Leeds. But what is 
the object of the change made by the 
Board of Education? Following the 
example of Continental countries very 
slowly, the Board of Education have con- 
cluded that this continual examination of 
the young child hinders its progress. 
What happened? When an inspector 
arrived your timid child always failed, 
and the courageous little mite who did 
not care a brass farthing for the inspector 
although he might be the worst in the 
class--passed all right, and got the 
Government grant, while the timid and 
delicate little one failed. Locking at the 
question all round the Board considered 
that the individual examination of the 
children prevented the best methods 
being employed, and the teacher became 
an artisan instead of an artist. Teachers 
looked for grants and results instead of 
to education and the happiness which it 
might bring to the children. The Board 
of Education have now destroyed this 
absurd system, and ghey test the value of 
education given by the methods employed 
by the teachers. Now the Board ask, 
“Have you a competent teacher; are 
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the methods you are employing thorough, 
sound, and educational ; and are you as 
well equipped as the German and Swiss 
schools are with educational plant? If 
so, then the children are bound to make 
satisfactory progress.” But while the 
Board of Education have thrown the old 
system aside themselves they are still 
permitting it by school boards and Volun- 
tary school managers. 


Sm J. GORST: No, no! 


*Mr. ERNEST GRAY: The right hon. 
Gentleman dissents from this, but will he 
tell us what he has doneto stopthis system? 
Have the inspectors been instructed to 
advise Boards to avoid this folly ? Have 
the Associations of Voluntary Schools had 
it pointed out to them by any of Her 
Majesty’s Inspectors what the result of 
this continual inspection of young children 
will he? For many years the Association 
of Voluntary Schools have employed 
organising masters as inspectors under 
another name. Of late years they have 
increased the number of these masters 
and given them more detailed work. The 
explanation is very simple because the 
Act will not allow these associations to 
expend money on secretarial work, and so 
they resort to the very simple expedient 
of making the secretary to the Board 
the organising master also. That sort 
of thing goes on in diocese after diocese. 
The inspector has to justify his existence 
and in some cases he goes round to school 
after school and undertakes this detailed 
examination. I have a report from one 
of these inspectors in the south of Eng- 
land, which covers six pages of foolscap. 
I do hope that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Vice-President of the Council will not 
content himself by simply making 
eloquent addresses, but will go back to 
Whitehall and see that the principles he 
professes here are put into practice. If 
he cannot do this then let him come back 
here and tell us who is hindering these 
reforms. Above the kindergarten must 
come the popular school, and above that 
the higher elementary school and the 
technical institute, and for a very few 
indeed the higher schools and afterwards 
the University. But the foundation of 
all this will be your kindergarten system. 
When the private schools have dis- 
appeared and we are able to adapt our- 
selves to conditions such as prevail under 
a German system “we may hope to see 
the kindergarten the real foundation 


Mr. Ernest Gray. 
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| of all intellectual educational work in 
‘this country. I wish some of those who 
/look with suspicion upon the amount of 
money we are expending upon education 
}and who talk about religious difficulties 
and nonsense of that sort, could go and 
|spend a week in one of the great 
|educational establishments of Zurich 
| and Geneva and see what is being done 
/all up and down the provinces abroad, 
_ There every person rich or poor sends his 
child off to the kindergarten school where 
the children get the foundation for the 
work of the nigher schools. After this 
they realise that their course is clear right 
on to the University. But in those 
countries they get their children to attend 
regularly at school. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Vice-President referred to 
this point for a moment, but he might 
have spent a little more time in raising 
this great question. You may have the 
very best system of school management 
and the very best teachers, but you can- 
not get the best results unless the chil- 
dren attend regularly. What is the case 
in England? I intend to refer to this 
question again on account of a most re- 
‘markable statement which was made by 
the Lord President of the Council. The 
right hon. Gentleman made a speech in 
which he stated that in our English ele- 
mentary schools we had an average atten- 
dance of 82 per cent.—that is, according 
to the returns, out of every 100 children 
no lessa total than 18 are absent every 
day. The Duke of Devonshire stated 
that these figures were very misleading, 
and that they must not be accepted as 
an accurate record of the position. 
He went on to point out that a 
true estimate should be founded upon 
the number of avoidable absentees, and 
that from this total of eighteen you 
must eliminate all children who are ill 
and those who are absent owing to 
domestic trouble, and so on. What 
conclusion did the Duke of Devonshire 
arrive at? After taking these considera- 
tions into account he concluded that, 
instead of eighteen out of every 100 
being absent, there were only about 
6 per cent. absent through avoidable 
causes. I challenge the Vice-President 
of the Council to produce the evidence 
upon which that statement is founded. 
Let us have the figures before us. It is 
the universal experience of everybody 
familiar with the management of the 
schools of England that that figure is 
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altogether inaccurate and 
wrong. 


{14 June 1900} 


altogether {to attend school. 
That statement is founded upon | attendance committees and defaulting 
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And yet the school 


the assumption that the 18 per cent. of | school boards are not compelled to carry 


irregular children are evenly distributed | out the law. My right hon. friend will 
| perhaps reply that we have a Bill before 


all over the country. That is an entire 
fallacy. I was in Abergavenny the other 


day, and there I found that the average 


attendance of the children was something 
like 72 per cent., and how can you carry 
on your education successfully under 
circumstances like that ? 
and your money might just as well be 
thrown into the gutter. You are starting 
and building your schools now upon the 
assumption that you will have 94 per 
cent. present. Now you have in Wales 
25 per cent. of the children away from 
schoul every day. The figures are not 
even throughout the country. In some 
counties it is possible to obtain an at- 
tendance of 87 or 88 per cent., but in 
other counties it sinks down so low as 
72 and 73 per cent. But what is the 
Vice-President of the Council doing in 
this matter? He deplores this again and 
again in his speeches, which upon this 
subject leave nothing to be desired. He 
has said that he would press it upon 
parents and local authorities that some- 
thing should be done to get the children 
to attend school more regularly, but what 
is he doing? There is active hostility to 
this on the part of some parents, school 
attendance committees, and small school 
boards. Some 2,400 school boards exist, 
but my opinion is that we could do com- 
fortably without 2,000 of them. Many 
of these small school boards are composed 
of five members, who possess but the 
barest conception of their duties. Some 
of them actually employ the children who 
ought to be in the school. Some of 
these school attendance committees meet 


every two months, and it is_ their 
duty to appoint an_ officer to 
look after these irregular children. 


Go down into South Wales, and you 


will find that the man who collects the 
tolls is appointed by the board to look 
after the children who do not attend 
regularly. 
ployed is paid £2 per annum for perform- 
ing this duty. 


In some cases the officer em- | 


the House which will remedy this, but 
very little progress is being made with 
that measure, and I begin to fear that 


| that little Bill may be lost to us, and that 


Your labour | 


this state of things will continue. I 
must apologise for touching upon this 
subject again. I almost regret having 
to bring questions of this detailed 
character before the Committee, but if 
hon. Members could realise as I do how 
the work of the school is hindered, and 
the amount of mischief which is caused 
by this irregular attendance of the 
children, then they would not be 
surprised at my anxiety that this subject 
should be pressed home. It is not merely 
that the children who are absent lose the 
benefit of the instruction, but they also do 
an immense amount of mischief to the 
children who do come regularly to school. 
If the Board of Education take a decided 
policy on this question I am sure the 
great majority of parents would support 
them. With the indulgence of the Com- 
mittee I desire to refer to one other 
question. I venture to endorse the 
statement of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Vice-President that if you want a 
proper system which will work success- 
fully in your schools you must have the 
children attending regularly. On _ the 
other hand if you want to induce the 
parents of this country to send their 
children regularly to school there must 
be the assurance that when they are there 
they will be properly taught. Many of 
the working classes deny themselves, and 
have to pinch and economise in order 
that their children shall go to school. 


No one knows this better than the 
hon. Members who represent factory 
districts. If we force parents to send 


their children to school it is our duty to 
see that those children are properly 
educated. Ido not think that even the 
right hon. Gentleman will contend that 


‘all our teachers are properly qualified for 


What does my right hon. | 


friend do with these school boards ? I have | 
hegged of him to appoint inspectors of | 
attendance who would go round and see | 


how these authorities are discharging 
their duty, but I have not yet heard if 
he is prepared to do that. The Blue- 


this work. So long as you allow nearly 
one-half of the children of this country to 
be taught by mere boys and girls, who 
are nothing but apprentices; so long as 
you allow some 17,000 young women, 
with no other qualification but the age of 
eighteen and vaccination, to teach, or 


books are full of laments from the in-! pretend to teach, in your schools, you are 


spectors that they cannot get the children 


‘ hardly justified in compelling every parent 
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to send his children into such schools. 
Such a state of things is a fraud upon the 
parents. It is robbing the children of 
part of their education, wasting public 
money, and failing in our duty to the 
people to allow such utterly incompetent 
persons in our schools. It is ridiculous 
to talk about such persons teaching, for 
they cannot teach. It must have been 
one of these teachers who said that the 
hare was another name for a_ rabbit. 
I once heard of a teacher who told 
the children that Cinderella was the 
first Queen of England. I have seen the 
handwriting of some of these teachers, 
and they have not the ghost of a notion 
of how to write a _ letter. Some 
of them have been housemaids, and 
others have become tired of the needle. 
Therefore they are of the cheap and 
nasty order, and this is money thrown 
away. Of course the inspector has to 
approve of them, but it is simply a 
case of Hobson’s choice. If he does not 
take that article he has nothing else. I 
am sorry to say that by far the great 
majority of these incompetent teachers 
are in the Voluntary schools. And why ! 
Certainly not with the free wili of those 
who employ them. It is simply because 
the funds are not sufficient to allow them 
to put a decent staff into every school. 
About 2,000 of these teachers are in board 
schools. Under the London School 
Board the young person of the age of 
eighteen as a teacher is absolutely un- 
known. Under the London School Board 
Sl per cent. are trained certificated 
teachers who are properly qualified, and 
only 4 per cent. are uncertificated adults, 
and they do not employ a single one of 
those incompetent teachers. In the county 
of Monmouth, instead of 81 per cent. as 
under the London School Board, only 26 
per cent. are certificated teachers, and no 
less than 30 per cent. are uncertificated 
assistants. No less than 29 per cent., or 
nearly one-third, of the teachers in the 
Board and Voluntary schools in the 
county of Monmouti are apprentices 
who would not be admitted into a Swiss 
school. In Cologne they tried our 
system thirty vears ago, but they found 
it was bad and they got rid of it, and 
until the teachers are properly trained 
they are not now allowed to practise 
upon the children. In the county of 
Monmouth no less than 15 per cent. of 
the teachers come under Article 68. 
What is the Vice-President’s Department 
Mr. Ernest Gray. 
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doing to see that these schools are pro- 
perly staffed? His reply, I am afraid, 
will be that a year ago they made some 
attempt to improve the conditions and 
limit the number of these teachers, but 
the House of Commons thought differ- 
ently. I suppose that one must not 
criticise a vote given in the House of 
Commons, but I do wish that the right 
hon. Gentleman would try another ex- 
periment, and come down to the House 
again and tell us clearly what is necessary 
for the sound education of the children, 
and if he fails to get the support of the 
Hcuse he should throw himself upon the 
country to see whether the people will 
support him or not. Ido not believe that 
the vote given in this House truly repre- 
sented the state of the feeling outside. I 
feelconfi lent that the people of thiscountry 
wish their children to be well taught 
and that the school managers would 
employ competent teachers if they had 
the money. Wewant proper control and 
management and the necessary funds to 
carry out this object. At Oxford some 
French friends of mine asked me why we 
employed these pupil teachers if they 
were so bad, and what answer could I 
give ? Simply that England was too poor 
to give better grants. Is “ngland too 
poor to support its schools? The battles 
of the future will be fought between the 
intellect of nations, and the nation will 
win those struggles which best fits out its 
schools and which relies most upon the 
equipment of its young children. Eng- 
land, [ am afraid, is resting satisfied upon 
what it has accomplished, and [ hope the 
Vice-President’s speech will do something 
to remove some of thatapathy. It is not 
a question merely of the training of the 
children, and it is not a domestic matter. 
[ am not pleading simply on behalf of the 
child or the working man’s home, but the 
question is one of infinitely greater import- 
ance. The question is whether the 
electorate of a few years heuce who will 
have to build up this House and control 
the destinies of the Empire, will be a wise 
and understanding people. They may 
be if the Board of Education 
will secure for them these reforms, 
but Iam certain that if we go muddling 
along in our schools in the way which 
has characterised our policy during the 
last twenty-five years, we have nothing 
to look forward to but defeat at the 
hands of the Germans, and in some 
trades at the hands of the Swiss, and also 
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an ignorant electorate, than which there | 


could be no greater disaster to our 
country. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon, 


etc.): The speech delivered by the hon. | 


Gentleman who has just sat down does a 
great injustice, perhaps rather uninten- 
tionally, to my part of the country. He 


has held Wales up as the one part of | 


Great Britain where the attendance is 
execrable. Jam sure the hon. Member for 
North-west Ham does not wish to be unfair 
to Wales, but it is exceedingly difficult 


for children of a tender age to attend | 


school in some parts of Wales. In a 


mountainous country the hon. Member | 


must know that it is difficult to send a 
child five years of age some four or five 
miles to the nearest school. There- 
fore the hon. Member cannot fairly 
compare the attendance in a moun- 
tainous district with the attendance 
in other counties in this country. 
It is a gross piece of unfairness, and I am 
sorry that the hon. Gentleman has (not 
for the first time) been guilty of it. Asa 
Welsh Member I thank the Vice-President 
for his references to the efforts which 
Wales is making to improve its educational 
system. He spoke of them in very 
eulogistic terms, and yet the hon. Mem- 
ber for North-west Ham lectures the 
Welsh community on their own educa- 
tional system, which they understand con- 
siderably better than he does. The hon. 
Gentleman was very severe on those who 
complain of the grievances under which 
Nonconformists in this country suffer as 
regards educational matters. I observed 
that the noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich, although I would not for one 
moment suggest that he has any excessive 


sympathy with Nonconformists, admitted | 


the grievance. Other hon. Members 
Opposite also admitted it, and it was 
reserved to the hon. Member for North- 
west Ham to get up and talk about the 
grievances of Nonconformist children, to 
quote his own words, as ‘“ nonsense.” 
But I may point out to him that his own 
speech was a complete refutation of that 
accusation. The hon. Gentleman also, 
referring to the motion of my hon. friend 
the Member for Flintshire, in respect to 
which my hon. friend is the spokesman 
of millions of people in this country, said 
that it was all nonsense and that there 
was no such grievance. 
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*Mr. GRAY : I did not describe religion 


as nonsense, but the platform religious 
| difficulty as nonsense. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The words 
of the hon. Gentleman were that the 
religious difficulty in schools was all non- 
‘sense, and yet his own speech offers a 
complete refutation of that statement. 
What is one of his own complaints with 
regard to the educational system! It is 
‘that Article 68 teachers are a necessity in 
the Voluntary schools becanse the schools 
have no funds to pay better teachers. 
How is it that they have no funds? It 
is true that they have a large grant from 
| Imperial sources, but they cannot supple- 
ment it by local aid. Does the hon. 
Gentleman mean to suggest that they can 
get local aid to place Voluntary schools 
on the same footing as Board schools 
without giving local control ? And if local 
control is given then the religious difficulty 
disappears. Take some of the parishes 
referred to over and over again to-night, 
where the bulk of the population is Non- 
confermist, and where the only State 
school is under the control of the minister 
of another denomination. What would 
happen if local rates were summoned to 
the aid of that school? You would have 
local representatives on the committee of 
management, and the school would cease 
to be a sectarian school, and would become 
a parochial school under a committee of 
management representing the bulk of the 
ratepayers. Does not that mean that the 
religious difficulty is at the root of the 
whole business? [Mr. Gray dissented. | 
The hon. Member shakes his head. Can 
he point out to me how he is going to 
raise this fund without getting local 
control 4 


*Mr. GRAY: Yes. In the case of 
Evangelical and Roman Catholic schools 
in some of the towns of Western Ger- 
many, which give the religious education 
the parents require, no religious difficulty 
arises. 


Mr. LLOYD.GEORGE: In Catholic 
districts in Germany there are Catholic 
schools, but that is because the bulk of 
the ratepayers are.Catholics. In other 
districts there are Protestant schools, 
because the bulk of the ratepayers are 
| Protestants. 


*\Mr. GRAY: You have them both side 
_ by side. 








115 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: But if you 


Supply—Cwil 


have them both side by side there is also | 
I chal: | 


a committee of management. 
lenge the hon. Gentleman to give a single 


ease on the Continent where a Catholic | 
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were 511 applicants who passed in 
the first class, which meant that there 
were 217 applicants who had passed in 


ithe first class who were excluded from 


school in a district is the only school | 


and where the majority of the people are | 


Protestants. 


| 


*Mr. GRAY: Oh, yes, there would be | 


no difficulty in proving that. 


give a case where there is only one school, | 


but it is perfectly possible to have an 
authority managing the whole education 
of an area, and under that authority you 
can have a Roman Catholic school and a 
Protestant school in each of which the 
religion required by the parents is given. 
I have seen it done, and such people 
laugh at the religious difficulty and know 
it 1s non-existent. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: So well they 


I cannot | 


| 
| 


'fession for the 


might laugh, because it is a totally | 


different system from the system in this 
country. The hon. Gentleman is evading 
the point. I am giving a case where the 


only State school is managed bv a| 


clergyman representing the minority of 
the population, the bulk of the popula- 
tion being Nonconformist. The hon. 
Gentleman knows perfectly well that 
there is no similar case to be found on the 
Continent. 


*Mr. GRAY : Oh, 
of them in Belgium. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: It is per- 
fectly true that there is a grievance in 
some parts of Belgium, but in the vast 
majority of cases there the population is 
Roman Catholic and there is no large 
Protestant minority. I do not think 
there is a single case where the majority 
of the people being Protestants the 
school is managed by a priest of the 
Catholic Church. In Switzerland the 
teachers are appointed by a committee 


yes ; there are dozens 


| 


| hostile 


these colleges for want of room. What 
happens in the denominational colleges 4 
They have more vacancies than can be 


| supplied out of the first class, and those 


vacancies have to be made up, not out of 
the 217 applicants who had passed the 
first class and were excluded from the 
undenominational colleges, but out of 
second-class and sometimes third-class 
candidates who were willing to take 
denominational tests. That means that 
217 teachers who had passed in the first 
class are excluded from the teaching pro- 
benefit of teachers of 
second or third rate ability, simply 
because the training colleges have got 
denominational and sectarian tests. And 
yet in face of these facts the hon. Gentle- 
man says that the religious difficulty is 
nonsense. The religious difficulty is at 
the root of all our trouble. The hon, 
Member talks of England being poor, 
when she is spending 200 million pounds 
in war and in preparation for war. 
England is not too poor to expend money 
on education. The difficulty has been 
pointed out by the noble Lord the Member 
for Greenwich in his exceedingly candid 
speech. It is that we have got two 
systems in this country, each 
watching the other and barring the way. 
The hon. Member knows as well as and 
probably better than most hon. Members 
that it is part of the policy of the friends 
of the Voluntary schools in most districts 
to keep down expenditure on the educa- 
tion in Board schools. It is a kind of 
economy, but it is not brought forward 
for purposes of economy. « They do not 
want money expended on the Board 


schools because they do not want the 


representing the ratepayers in the dis- | 


trict, and yet the hon. Member quotes 
Switzerland as a country where no reli- 
gious difficulty exists. Nor would there 
here if we followed the Swiss system. 


Let me take another case as_ showing | 


that the religious difficulty is at the 
bottom of our educational trouble. 


What happens in regard to the train- | 
| Lord the Member for Greenwich as to an 


find there are 
training colleges 
But there 


ing colleges? I 
six undenominational 
which have 294 vacancies. 


Board School system tospread. What is 
the effect on the Voluntary schools! I 
have voted against every proposal to give 
the Voluntary schools a single penny 
unless it is accompanied by local control. 
The friends of the Voluntary schools vote 
against money being given to the Board 
schools, and we thus have two _ hostile 
systems entwined as it were in this 
country. This is a state of affairs that 
ought to be put an end to, and I was very 
glad to hear the suggestion of the noble 


agreement between the two parties. I 


/am afraid it is impossible in this country 
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todo away altogether with all sectarian 
teaching, but I am perfectly certain that, 
if the friends of both systems were to 
meet there might be a way out of the 
difficulty. There was one thing the noble 
Lord said which I was rather sorry for. 
He said very frankly that he admitted 
the grievance of the Nonconformists, 
but he said practically that as long as 
they inflicted a grievance in certain dis- | 
tricts on the other side their own griev- 
ance would be continued. That did not 
strike me as a very Christian principle, 
or one that should be put forward in the 
interests of religious education. The 
grievance is undoubted. What we com- | 
plain of is this—and it is the principal 
grievance of Nenconformists — that in 
about 8,000 parishes of England and 
Wales the children of Nonconformists are 
excluded from the teaching profession. 
The First Lord of the Treasury did deny 
that, but I think, if he will allow me 
to say so, he has not gone very much 
into the question. 
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prevented from becoming a pupil teacher 
by belonging to that sect ? 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Yes, they did. 
I have got acase here which happened 
in the west of England. But even if that 
were not so, the right hon. Gentleman 
knows that that is not a fair way to put 
it. Suppose we find that the majority 
of children in a given school are Dis- 
senters, and that in that school no Dis- 
senters have ever been allowed to become 
teachers. It is perfectly true that we 
cannot prove that the schoolmaster went 
to such and such a boy or girl and said, 
“Unless you become a member of the 
Church of England I cannot entertain 
vour application to become a_ pupil 
teacher.” But if you get 800 parishes 
bulk ‘of the children are 
Wesleyan and you find that no Wesleyan 


| has ever been a teacher, it is perfectly 


fair to draw the inference that the test 
is imposed in such cases. I know from 


| personal observation, as does every hon. 


| Member that represents a Nonconformist 


Lorp HUGH CECIL: The children 
are obliged to be taught the religious | 
opinions of their parents. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : I do not 
think that is so much the grievance. The 
grievance of the Nonconformist parent is | 
first of all that he has nothing at all to 
do with the control of the public school. 
He may have control of the parish pump, 
but he has no voice whatever as to the, 
education of his children ; and the other 
grievance is that his children are excluded 
from the teaching profession except on 
the condition that they attend the ser-| 
vices of the Church of England. That | 
is an undoubted grievance. I know the 
Vice-President will deny it. 


Sir J.GORST: Oh, no! I said it was 
a most excellent thooreticr al grievance. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I will give a 
ease in point, and ask the Committee 
if it is a theoretical grievance. The 
Wesleyan Conference went into the 
matter very fully, and they found that 
out of 980 schools, practically the only 
State schools in their districts, and under | 
the management of the Church of Eng- | 
land, tests were imposed in no less than 
890 cases. | 


| constituency, 


which any 
But this is the real test which I have 
asked the right hon. Gentleman over and 
over again to consent to. 
to a Return of all the teachers in Volun- 
tary schools who are 
other denomination except the Church of 
Sir J. GORST: Did they find any | England ? 


single case in which a Wesleyan child was | | substantial grievance 


that there are tens of 
parishes where the children are in the 
main Nonconformists, but in which no 


Nonconformist has ever been known to 
become a_ pupil 
memory of man. 
in my own constituency, with one or two 
exceptions ; 
prove 
deterred from entering on the teaching 
profession because he 
formist, 
draw all your teachers from the sect to 
| which the clergyman who manages the 
school belongs, and not from the denomi- 
nation to which the children belong, that 
tests are imposed ? 
the purpose 
dectrines of the Church of England, and 
I think it is perfectly right as’ long as 


teacher within the 
That is the experience 


and although 
that such and such 


you cannot 
a boy was 


a Noncon- 
if you 


was 
is it not fair to infer, 


These are schools for 


of teaching children the 


this system remains in_ existence 
that children belonging to a_ par- 
ticular Church should be taught by 
teachers who are members of that 
Church. There is nothing at all in that 


clergyman may disavow. 


Will he consent 


members of 


any 


This is a real and very 
Every religious 
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denomination in the kingdom has peti- 
tioned the Board of Education to remove 
it. The noble Lord the Member for 
Greenwich frankly and honestly admits 
it, and the Vice-President of the Council 
is alone in saying that it is a purely paper 
grievance. I ask him to put it to the 
test by granting the Return I have asked 
for over and over again, and if he does he 
will see that it is a very substantial 
grievance and ought to be removed. 
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Sir J. GORST: I will now proceed to 
answer the various questions put to me, 
but I will not answer the question put by 
the hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down, because I answered it a few weeks 
ago when the hon. Gentleman made 
exactly the same speech, and I told him 
then that it was quite impossible for the 
Education Department to make an in- 
quisitorial search into the religious 
opinions of teachers. I not only said 
that a few weeks ago, but I said the same 
thing on many other occasions when 


the same question was put to me 
during the five years that I have 
been at the Education Department. 


It is the officials of the Education Depart- 
ment who protest against a precedent 
being set for an inquiry by them into the 
religious opinions of the teachers. Now 
in the first place my hon. friend the 
Member for East Somerset asked me a 
great number of questions about the 
secondary education branch of the Board 
of Education. The Act of last session only 
imposed or the new Board of Education 
with reference to secondary education two 
functions. One was to undertake certain 
powers of the Charity Commissioners 
transferred by Order in Council, and the 
other was to inspect such of the secondary 
schools as asked for inspection. The 
Order in Council transferring the powers 
of the Charity Commissioners is now on 
the Table of the House, and if the House 
assents to it it will come into force on the 
Ist of November next, so that there is 
still ample time for the Board of Eduea- 
tion to make the necessary arrangements. 
With regard to the inspection of secondary 
schools, I am informed that very few 
secondary schools have up to the present 
applied to the Board of Education to be 
inspected—not more than about a dozen. 
Most of them are making inquiries as to 
the conditions of inspection, and therefore 
it is rather premature to find fault with 
the Board of Education, because all these 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 
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matters are not now before the Com- 
mittee. With regard to the organisation 
of the Department [ can only give my 
hon. friend the answer which I gave a 
few weeks ago, and that is that the 
matter is still under the consideration 
of the President of the Board of Eduea- 
tion, and that he hopes shortly in another 
place to make an announcement on the 
subject. My hon. friend asked me some 
questions as to the draft Order in Council 
which is before the Committee. Undoubt- 
edly the powers according to the text of 
that Order will be concurrently exer- 
cised by the Charity Commissioners and 
the Board of Education ; but an arrange- 
ment has been made between the Depart- 
ments which will prevent any overlap- 
ping, and there is a distinct arrangement 
hetween them as to what powers should 
be exercised by each. 


Sim F. S. POWELL: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman state to whom a commu- 
nication should be addressed ? 


Sir J. GORST: I think communica- 
tions should be addressed to the Secre- 
tary to the Board of Education after this 
Order comes into force. , My hon. friend 
also asked me why the transfer of certain 
powers is restricted to Wales. The 
answer is that the case of Wales is rather 
more urgent than that of England, be- 
cause in Wales an Intermediate Eduea- 
tion Act is in force, and it is more impor- 
tant that secondary educations powers 
should be applied earlier there. We have 
no intermediate education at the pre- 
sent moment in England, and the expecta- 
tion is that the experience derived from 
the administration of these powers in 
Wales will guide the Board of Education 


in the transfer of further powers to 
England. The third point to which my 


hon. friend referred was that there was 
no transfer of powers in connection with 
the Board of Agriculture. There is, 
however, no occasion for that, because all 
the powers of the Board of Agriculture 
are exercised by the Board of Hducation 
already. The fact is that the Board of 
Agriculture does nothing either in 
primary or secondary schools: _ its 
function at present is confined to making 
certain grants to agricultural colleges. 
With regard to the observations of 
my hon. friend as to continuation 
schools, I entirely agree. I think it is 
most desirable that the administration of 
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the grants to evening continuation schools | done away with the better. 
jn rural cistricts should be exercised by the | 


county council, and should be managed | 
by the secondary education branch of the | 
Board of Education. That, of course, is 
a matter which will require some con- 
sideration. It is now under the considera- | 
tion of the Board of Education, and I 
hope that before very long an arrange- 
ment will be made satisfactory to my hon. 
friend. My hon. friend the Member for | 
Wigan also asked me about Clause 7. | 
The announcement of the intention of the 
Government to establish secondary educa- 
tional authorities has, of course, put an | 
end to the voluntary arrangements under 
that clause. Twenty-eight out of forty- | 
nine administrative counties have 
formed committees under Section 7, and 
fifteen out of sixty-one county boroughs. 
The hon. Member for the Hoxton 
Division and other hon. Members spoke 
about poor law children. I entirely agree 
with my hon. friend the Member for | 
West Bradford that the real solution of | 
the difficulty is that all poor law 
children should be sent to ordinary 
elementary schools. There is now no/| 
difficulty whatever about it. The plan 
was invented in Sheffield, and it has now | 
been adopted in several counties as well 
as in large towns. The children, instead 
of being taken into the workhouses, are | 
boarded out in houses scattered in various 
parts of the town or district in small 
numbers, twelve or so in each house, and 
from these houses they attend a public | 
elementary school—Board or Voluntary 
—and mix with the ordinary children. 
They mix with the ordinary children of 
the town and are as much as possible dis- 
sociated from all connection with the 
workhouse. In other places there is 
nothing to prevent the children living in 
the workhouse and attending elementary | 
schools ; and although life in the work- | 
house is very bad for them, it is very | 
much mitigated by their attending the | 
elementary schools. I remember myself 
being present at the Poplar workhouse 


when something approaching 200 of 
these children, who were living in the 


workhouse, came in from attendance at | 
the elementary schools where they had | 
been receiving their education. The only | 
cases to which the remarks of the hon. | 
Member apply are what are called the | 
large boarding schools. -I must confess | 
that these large boarding schools are very | 
bad institutions, and the sooner they are | 

| 
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I have no 
desire to give a kind of testimonial from 
the Education Department to the effi- 
ciency of these schools by undertaking a 
sham examination of the mere elementary 
instruction which is given inthem. I 
quite agree with what the hon. Member 
for Hoxton said, that it is a very 
great misfortune that the children 
country are not all under 
one Department. Some are under the 
Poor Law Board, and some under the 
Home Office. My private opinion is that 
that is a very bad arrangement. Those 
under the Poor Law Board get the work- 
house taint, and those under the Home 
Office get a kind of prison taint. It 
would be very much better if all the 


' children of the country were placed under 


the charge of one Department. If that can- 
not be done, it seems to me it would be a 
very unfortunate arrangement if you were 
to establish in these schools, which I 
trust are fast disappearing, a kind of 
double authority ; because if you had the 
Local Government Board giving instrue- 
tions in respect to these children in one 
direction and the Education Department 
in another, you must inevitably have 
friction between the two Departments. In 
fact this arrangement, which formerly 
prevailed, was cancelled in 1863, and it 
would be very inadvisable to revive a 
system already tried and found wanting. 
The hon. Baronet the Member for North 
Norfolk and the hon. Member for Rossen- 
dale both expressed apprehension that my 
remarks applied to the kind of infants’ 
schools in which they were interested ; 
but these were not the schools to which 
my earlier remarks were directed. That 
sort of infants’ schools are highly to be 
commended, and they might be extended 
throughout the country with advantage. 
My remarks applied to the common type 
of infants’ schools in this country de- 
scribed bythehon. Member for North-west 
Ham, where infants at the tender age of 
three are drilled in reading, writing, 
and arithmetic—a proceeding to which 
I object as much as the hon. Member. 
I have seen infants’ schools in which the 
children really play, and where their 
brains are not cruelly exercised. There 
is one I know very well in the South of 
London where the children are employed 
in making what we in our younger days 
would have called mud pies, but what 
is now called clay modelling. In this 
school, which is presided over by a lady 
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who I suppose has been trained under 
the kindergarten system, the reading, 
writing, and arithmetic are relegated 
into the background. The children are 
hardly taught at all ; but they are taught 
clay modelling, drawing, and colouring 
with water, and the results are most 
extraordinary. The children are 
delighted, but they never read or write, 
and never do mental arithmetic. It is 
said by the inspectors that when these 
children are turned out of these infants’ 
schools into schools for higher children, 
they are better readers and writers 
and even better arithmeticians than the 
children who had been drilled in schools 
where their little brains were exercised 
prematurely. I hope the remarks I made 
about infants’ schools will not be mis- 
understood. I most highly appreciate 
schools of that kind ; but what I want is 
to get the country to realise that many of 
these children are put into schools where 
they do not play, and where their poor 
little brains are exercised prematurely, 
with great disadvantage to the infants. 
The hon. Member for Rossendale, I think, 
was very unreasonable in complaining that 
the higher elementary schools had not been 
already established. The Minute was 
only laid on the Table just before we 
adjourned fer the Whitsuntide holidays. 
The hon. Member must give the Depart- 
ment a little time. Applications have 
already been received for a number of 
these schools, and I have no doubt that 
some arrangement will be made for 
establishing such schools after the vaca- 
tions. A question has been asked by 
the noble Lord the Member for Cricklade 
as to when the Secondary Education Bill 
will be introduced. I understand that 
it will be introduced shortly in another 
place, but the exact day Iam unable to 
fix. The only otker point to which I 
need refer is the question of dismissal of 
teachers. That question has been forced 
on the attention of the Government by a 
great number of speakers on beth sides 
of the House. I must frankly admit that 
I think it will be necessary, 
inevitable, after the passing of the Act by 
which pensions are given to teachers, to 
bring in some measure to prevent their 
unreasonable and improper dismissal. I 
think the Education Department has a 
right to do this, because, as has been 
said by some of the speakers, those who 
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pay the piper have a right to call the, 
tune, and the Education Department | 


Sir J. Gorst. 


{COMMONS} 


will be: 
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does pay the greater part of the teachers’ 
salaries. Therefore, I think they have a 
reasonable right to have a voice, at least, 
in the dismissal of the teachers. I do 
not think, however, that the question 
needs legislation ; it can be done by means 
of a Minute. There is no impossibility in 
making such an arrangement as that 
without constituting the Education De. 
partment a Court of Appeal in every 
possible case, which would be quite im- 
practicable. I think there would be no 
difficulty in obliging managers, when- 
ever they dismissed a teacher, to give a 
written statement of the ground on which 
that dismissal has taken place, leaving to 
the Education Department the right of 
saying whether that ground was reason- 
able or not. I have expressed my own 
opinion about the question ; I might have 
gone further and said that it would be 
considered by the Department, if I was not 
afraid of the hon. Member for West Not- 
tingham. I understand that the theory 
of the hon. Member for West Notting- 
ham is that no physician has any right to 
diagnose any disease until he is prepared 
to effect an immediate cure. I undertake, 
however, that when the Cede to be intro- 
duced next year is considered, this matter 
also will be considered, and that I will 
represent what has been said to-day to 
my noble friend the President. I hope 
that the wisdom of the new Board of 
Education will be able to find out a solu- 
tion of the difficulty, so that teachers will 
have reasonable security that no rash 
and capricious dismissal should deprive 
them of the advantage of the pension 
they have earned, aud the security of 
their position to which they are entitled. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): At this 
hour of the evening I wish to contine my 
observations to a few points which have 
arisen in the debate, and especially to that 
last mentioned by the right hon. Gentle- 
man—namely, the tenure of the teacher’s 
office, and the right of appeal against capri- 
cious dismissal. I think that the debate 
this evening has satisfied the Vice-Presi- 
dent—indeed, I gathered from his speech 
that he admits that there is little or no 
difference of opinion on this subject. I 
was extremely glad to hear him give the 
assurance, which we may take practically 
as a promise, that this matter will be 
dealt with in the Code. It is a matter of 
the highest importance to the teaching pro- 
fession, not only because it is a corollary 
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to the granting of pensions, but because 
it tends very much to increase the credit 
and standing of the teaching profession. 
One of the best means by which to induce 
men of supericr character and ability to 
become teachers is to give an assurance 
that they will not be subject to arbitrary 
dismissal hereafter. I would like to add, 
although I do not see the Lord Advocate 


{14 June 1900} 


present, that this is a question which has | 


attracted a great deal of attention in 
Scotland, and I hope that what has been 
said by the right hon. Gentleman will be 
taken notice of by the Scotch Office, 
and that some similar provision will 
be made for Scotland as the right hon. 
Gentleman has promised for England. 
Another point to which I wish to refer is 
inregard to the training colleges. I do 
not think there is any desire to press the 
right hon. the Vice-President too far in 
relation to the hope he has held out in 
regard to these colleges, but we were glad 
to hear him speak to-night of the neces- 
sity of having more day training colleges. 
Residential colleges have rather a ten- 
dency to induce an ultra-professional and 
mechanical quality, and the cultivation of 
a certain set of ideas, as is not unnatural 
tomen brought up entirely in a sort of 
seminary, and not moving in the larger 
intellectual and professional world. From 
these disadvantages day colleges are more 
free. Now, both the older universities 
and colleges have opened facilities for 
students who come from the outside to 
receive the best kind of teaching. That 
has been of great benefit ; it has tended 
to raise the standard of the profession, 
and to diminish the chasm which used to 
yawn between the elementary and _secon- 
dary teachers. The elementary teachers 
who come to the university feel them- 
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siderable advantages, and I do not 
think. the new Board of Educa- 
tion could do anything better than 
signalise its constitution by an advance in 
the direction of day training colleges. I 
hope we may take the words of the right 
hon. the Vice-President as more than a 
mere platonic expression of sympathy, 
and that he will proceed with steps by 
which the Board of Education will give 
effect to his ideas. If the right hon. 
Gentleman will only do so, I believe he 
will have the unanimous support of the 
House. Upon the other topics which 
have been raised to-night I will not enter, 
except one. I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man whether he proposes to make known 
to the House, either by way of Minute or 
otherwise, the distribution of functions 


Service Estimates. 


between the Charity Commissioners and 


the Board of Education. I understood 
him to say that under the new Order there 


'would be concurrent powers, but that 


selves brought within the range and. 


scope of the profession, and into closer | 


touch with those who are trained for the | 


secondary schools. These are con- 


\ 


there is to be an arrangement by which 
some of these powers would be exercised 
by the Board of Education, and others 
exercised, as heretofore, by the Charity 
Commissioners. That is not an unreason- 
able arrangement, and certainly it would 
be to the advantage of those who have to 
deal with charities on the educational 
side. I do not suppose that an Order in 
Council will be necessary—in fact, it 
would be unsuitable—but there might be 
a Minute issued by the Education Depart- 
ment which might specify the different 
functions to be exercised by the Charity 
Commissioners and the Board of Edu- 
cation. 


Sir J. GORST: The suggestion of my 
right hon. friend opposite 1s most valu- 
able, and it will be considered. 

Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 46 ; 
Noes, 128. (Division List No. 143.) 


AYES. 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Birrell, Augustine | 
Brigg, John 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Dewar, Arthur 


| Lewis, John 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Horniman, Frederick John 

| Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

Jones, William(Carnarv nshire 

| Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 

erbert 

| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 

| M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 

| Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 

Gurdon, SirWilliamBrampton | Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. ) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, Robert John 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thomas M. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
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Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) | Woodhouse,SirJT(Hudd’rsfd) | TELLERS FOR THE Ayrs— 


Mr. Samuel Smith and Mr, 


Woods, Samuel 
Lloyd-George. 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Yoxall, James Henry 


Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R 


NOES. 

Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) { Morton,ArthurH.A. (Deptford 
| Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ. | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C, 
| Fry, Lewis Muntz, Philip A. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manelh’r) | Galloway, William Johnson O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Banbury, Frederick George | Gedge, Sydney Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol | Gibbs,Hn.A.G.H.(CityofLond | Peel, William Robert W. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe | Gibbs, Hon. Vieary(St.Albans) | Pender, Sir James 

Bethell, Commander | Giles, Charles Tyrrell Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Bill, Charles | Goldsworthy, Major-General Pretyman, Ernest George 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- | Gordon, Hon. John Edward | Purvis, Robert 

Brassey, Albert Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon tankin, Sir James 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Goulding, Edward Alfred Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Bullard, Sir Harry | Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir MatthewW, 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H | Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Gull, Sir Cameron Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire | Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. Round, James 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. | Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Hanson, Sir Reginald Russell, 'f. W. (Tyrone) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.) | Hardy, Laurence Seely, Charles Hilton 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Worc. | Heaton, John Henniker Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Jalearres, Lord 





Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingfield- 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Mane’r | 
Finca, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 





Hermon-Hodge, Rbt. Trotter 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampst’d) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn.Sir John H. 
Keswick, William 

Kilbride, Denis 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, Jobn Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Killop, James 

Mellor, Co). (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 


| Milward, Colonel Victor 
| Monekton, Edward Philip 


Morrell, George Herbert 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Stirling Maxwell, Sir John M, 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Talbot, RtHaJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lt.-Col, A.C. E (Tauntn 
Welby, Sir G. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth; Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Colonel KR. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson,J.W. (Worcestersh. N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


It being Midnight, and objection being ; extend the Hours of Polling on Saturdays, 
taken to further proceeding, the Chairman | ordered to be brought in by Mr. Flower, 
left the chair to make his Report to the| Mr. Marks, Mr. Charrington, and Mr. 


House. 


Committee report Progress ; 


again to-morrow. 


CRUELTY TO WILD 
CAPTIVITY 


to-morrow. 


- 


NEW BILL. 





ELECTIONS (HOURS OF POLLING ON | 
SATURDAYS). 


ANIMALS IN | 
BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed for 


| Harry Samuel. 


to sit | 


| ELECTIONS (HOURS OF POLLING ON 


SATURDAYS) BILL. 
| To amend the Law respecting the 
|Hours of Polling at Elections, and to 
|extend the Hours of Polling on Satur- 


| days,” presented accordingly, and read 
ithe first time; to be read a second time 
jupon Monday, 2nd July, and to be 


| printed. 


3ill to amend the Law respecting the | 
Hours of Polling at Elections, and to 


[Bill 247. ] 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 


Twelve of the clock, 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
I was under the impression that this Bill 
would have gone over in the ordinary | 
way, as I had placed on the Paper notice | 
of opposition. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Unless the hon. 
Member rose to object it would not go 
over. Very frequently hon. Members 
place notices of motion on the Paper, but 
do not insist on them. Of course, if the 
hon. Member had risen, the Bill would 
have been postponed. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I was 
advised that the fact of putting a block- 
ing notice on the Paper was sufficient 
to secure delay. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
was badly advised. But he will have the 
opportunity of raising the question on the 
Third Reading. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Thank you, 
Sir. I will reserve myself for that. 

Bill to be read the third time. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 


{15 JuNE 1900} 








ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 
case of the Petition for the following Bill, 
the Standing Orders have not been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 

London, Walthamstow, and Epping 

Forest Railway (Abandonment). 
Ordered, That the Report be referred 


to the Select Committee on Standin 
Orders. 





mo 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- | 


ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


Report from one of the Examiners of |* 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on the 
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First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :— 
Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 11) Bill. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill. 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (Housing of Working Classes) 
Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Order 
(Housing of Working Classes) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill. 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


Business. 


LAMBETH WATER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


AND LYTHAM TRAM- 
ROAD BILL. 


Queen’s consent signified; read the 
third time, and passed. 


SOUTHPORT 


BRITISH GAS LIGHT COMPANY (STAF- 
FORDSHIRE POTTERIES) BILL. 

As amended, considered; a Clause 
added ; Bill to be read the third time. 


CHRISTCHURCH AND BOURNEMOUTH 
TRAMWAYS (CHANGED FROM 
“CHRISTCHURCH, BOURNEMOUTH, 
AND WINTON TRAMWAYS”) BILL. 
As amended, considered ; an Amend- 

ment made; Bill to be read the third 


time. 


RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE 
VALLEY WATER BILL. 
As amended, considered ; two Clauses 
added; Amendments made; Bill to be 
read the third time. 


DAVID’S RAILWAY (ABANDON- 


MENT) BILL. 
Not amended, considered : to be read 
the third time. 


ST. 


ALEXANDRA PARK BILL. 


ASTON MANOR TRAMWAYS BILL 
{Lords}. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


E 
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MARGATE PIER speed HARBOUR BILL | Secretaries of State for improving certain 
(Lends), areas situated in the parish of St. George- 
SOUTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL | the-Martyr, Southwark, in the county of 


(Lords). London, ordered to be brought in by Mr, 

WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY Jesse Collings and Secretary Sir Matthew 
BILL [Lords]. White Ridley. 

Read a second time, and committed. Ordered, That Standing Order 1934 


be suspended, and that the Bill be read 
GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY | the first time.—(M/r. Jesse Collings.) 
COMPANY BILL [ANNUITIES]. : 
Committee to consider of authorising | LONDON (SOUTHWARK) PROVISIONAL 
the payment out of the Revenues of ORDER BILL. 
India of any Annuities created under any “To confirm a Provisional Order made 
Act of the present Session to provide for | by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secre- 
the vesting of the undertaking of the | taries of State for improving certain areas 
Great Indian Peninsula Railway Com | situated in the parish of St. George-the- 
pany in the Secretary of State in Council} Martyr, Southwark, m the county of 
of India, and of any costs, charges, and | London,” presented accordingly, and read 
expenses incurred under such Act/the first time; to be referred to the 
(Queen’s Recommendation signified), upon | Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
Monday next.—(Mr. Caldwell.) and to be printed. [Bill 249.] 





LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


PETITIONS. 


COMPANIES ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL| Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to 


ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 


sgegin lie upon the Table. 
Read the third time, and passed. 





mm as : ! COMPANIES BILL. 
LONDON (ST. LUKE) PROVISIONAL) Petition of the Scottish Trade Protee- 
; meee tion Society, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Bill to confirm a Provisional Order | pape. 
made by one of Her Majesty’s Prin- | 
cipal Secretaries of State for improving | COUNTY COUNCILLORS (QUALIFICA- 
certain areas situated in the parish of St. | TION OF WOMEN) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Luke, in the county of London, ordered | Petition from Haddington, against; to 


to be brought in by Mr. Jesse Collings | lie upon the Table. 


and Secretary Sir Matthew White Ridley. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 193 be | COUNTY COURTS BILL. 
suspended, and that the Bill be read the| Petition of the Scottish Trade Protec- 
first time.—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) | tion Society, in favour ; to lie upon the 

| Table. 
LONDON (ST. LUKE) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. | CROFTERS’ HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) 

“To confirm a Provisional Order made | ACT (1886) AMENDMENT BILL. 

by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secre-| Petition from Haddington, against ; to 


taries of State for improving certain areas | lie upon the Table. 
situated in the parish of St. Luke, in the | 
county of London,” presented accord-| DISTRESS ABOLITION AND SUBSTI- 
ingly, and read the first time ; to be re- TUTION BILL. 

ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for| Petition of the Scottish Trade Protec- 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill] tion Society, in favour ; to lie upon the 
248. | Table. 

LONDON (SOUTHWARK) PROVI- , ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
SIONAL ORDER. (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Bill to confirm a Provisional Order} Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal | to lie upon the Table. 
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ssa -~ pada (NEW | MIDWIVES BILL. 
E). Petitions in favour, from Derby ; and 


Petition from saa for alteration ; ) | Liv erpool (three) ; to lie upon the Table. 
to lie upon the Table. 
| PETTY CUSTOMS ABOLITION (SCOT- 
FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. | LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Islington, against ; to lie | Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 


upon the Table. | to lie upon the Table. 
Petition from Bolton, for alteration, to | PUBLIC HOUSES (SCOTLAND) L ATER 
lie upon the Table. OPENING BILL. 
GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) Nr core aa in favour ; 
ABOLITION BILL. | to he upon the Lable. 


ae | 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to | 


, REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
lie upon the Table. 


| SCHOOLS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
INEBRIATES AMENDMENT (SCOT- | Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
LAND) BILL. | to lie upon the Table. 
Petition from Haddington, in favour ; | e A 
to lie upon the Table. | AN C eek oe —" ERSITY IN 
RELAND 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT | Petitions against establishment, from 
(1854) AMENDMENT BILL. | Grantown; and Kingussie ; to lie upon the 
Petition from Haddington, against ; to | | Table. 
lie upon the Table. | 
| SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
| 


LAND VALUES TAXATION (SCOTLAND) | ON SUNDAY BILL. 


sILL. | Petitions in favour, from Gloucester ; 
“,* . . | 
Petition from Haddington, against ; to | Glastonbury ; Luton ; Martock ; and East 
| 
| 


lie upon the Table. Dulwich ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOT- | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


LAND) BILL. CHILDREN N (No. 2) BILL. 
Petition from Haddington, against ; a _ Petitions against, from Northwich ; 
lie upon the Table. Starcross ; Bolton; Exeter; Ossett ; 


| Burslem ; Dewsbury ; Lincoln; Ply- 
LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING | | mouth ; and Devonport ; to lie upon the 
LIQUORS). | Table. 
Petitions for alteration of law, from | 
Pilton ; Wakefield (two) ; and Bodmin ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Birkenhead ; 
| Bamber ; Bamber Bridge ; Kennington ; 
| Gls ystonbury ; Pilton; West Kirby; 


: : i ’ | Hoylake ; Liscard ; Birmingham ; Wake- 
Ae aabey AMENDMENT (No TD Bud. | field (two) ; Pumpsaint : Twynllanan ; 
|Cilyewm; Llansadwru; Celnberrach ; 


Petition from Haddington, in favour ;|'Tajsarn: Guildford: South Hackney ; 


to lie upon the Table. | Castle Cary ; Hackney ; Leamington Spa ; 
| Dumbarton; Alresford ; Stratford : 
LOCAL ae ENT (SCOTLAND) | Plymouth ; East Ham ; ; Bradford (seven) ; 
BILL. | Addington and Ringstead ; Durdham 
Petition from Haddington, in favour ; | | Down; Wisbech; Shrewsbury; Rich- 
to lie upon the Table. | | mond ; Sittingbourne ; Abereanaid : 
t Merthyr Tydfil. (five) ; Cefncoedycymer 
LUNACY BILL. | | (three) ; ; Plymouth ; Fe ybarton ; Taun- 
Petition from Guildford, for alteration ;| ton (five); T hirsk and Sow erby ; 
to lie upon the Table. | Hampstead (three) ; Birmingham 


; | (nineteen) ; Spitalfields ; Bethnal Green ; 
LUNACY BOARD (SCOTLAND) Lancaster ; — Northfield ; Bourneville ; : 


(SALARIES, ETC.) BILL. | Maidstone ; Severn Street ; Longbridge 
Petition from Haddington, in favour ;| (two); Badsey ; Brighouse; Wisbech ; 
to lie upon the Table. | Barnsley ; Luton; Eccles; Chesham ; 


E 2 
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Preston Patrick ; Clevedon (two) ; Neath ; ' 


Hereford ; Edinburgh (two) ; 
Manchester; Brixton; Dore 
; Kingsbrompton; Highworth ; 
Dowlais (two); Vaynor ; 
Abernant ; Cwmbach ; Abera- 
Lincoln (two) ; Troedyrhiw 
(two); Goole (two) ; Bennington ; 
Lynsted ; Diss; Doncaster ; Lees; 
Acton Bridge; Holcombe Rogus; Top- 
sham ; Hirwain ; Hay Hill; Bath; Cole- 
ford ; Lower Weston (two); Tor; 


Liverpool ; 
Croydon ; 
and Toiley 
Dresden ; 
Cwmaman ; 
man (two) ; 


Ryhill ; Torquay ; West Melton ; Middles- 


brough; Cockington; Waltow Park ; 
Shettieid (eleven); Milverton ; Martock ; 
Pandine ; Llangewad ; Bankyfelin; Kyftig; 
Mydrim ; New Wandsworth ; Oswestry ; 
Farnworth ;_ Bristol (four) ; Hopton ; 
Bloomsbury ; Chorley; Yardley; Ash- 
ford; Batheaston; North Walsham ; 
Liverpool ; Wrentham: New Whitting- 
ham; Willesborough ; Clifton ; Dor- 
chester; Pontyclun (three); Bwylehy- 
gwynt; Barry; Weston; Gorwydd ; 
Nottingham ; Beckenham ; Canterbury ; 


Barry Dock; Walcot; Culmstock ; 
Horwich ; Mile End; Aberdare 
(thirty - three); Islington; Govan; 


Esholt; Manchester; Llanddimiol ; 
Liscard ; Swindon ; Arnold; Barnstaple ; 
Sheffield (two) ; Brighouse (six) ; London 
(three) ; Coningsby ; Reigate ; North- 
wich ; Liverpool ; Edinburgh ; Shirland ; 
Buckhurst Hill ; Stonebroom ; Allendale : 
Stocksfield; Bushey (two); Ywysybwl ; 
East Dulwich; Anerley; Pontefract ; 
Torquay ; Nottingham ; Southampton ; 
Ealing ; Saltash ; Bushey Heath ; Ebbw 
Vale; Rotherham; Oswestry; New 
Bushey Derby (two) ; Strood ; Llanfa- 
bon ; AP Bunhill Fields ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition in favour, from Motherwell ; 
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SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH. 
SHIRE) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Taunton; 
Wakefield (two); Caio ; Twynllanan ; 
Cilyewm;  Llansadwrn ; Llanfihangel 
Aberbythych ; Glastonbury ; Dumbarton : 
Stratford; Barking ; Guildford ; Ply- 
mouth ; Highworth ; Manchester ; Lees : 
Castleford ; Islington ; Sheffield ; Pandine: 
Neath ; Pontynyswen ; Llanfihangel Aber- 
cowin; Kyffig; Exeter; Mydrim; Bir- 
mingham; North Walsham ; Dundee ; 
Eccles ; Strood ; Lewes; St. Ives; Hull; 
Gloucester ; Longbr idge (tw 0) ; ‘Luton; 
Chesham ; Liv erpool ; Southport : W elling- 
ton ; Clevedon; Her eford ; Edinbur zh ; 
Croydon ; : Northumberland ; E lim ; Swi in- 
don; Macclesfield ; Bargoed ; Ynysybwl ; 
Caerphilly ; Ystradmynach ; Stonebroom ; 
Tregaron ; Bridgend ; Ebbw Vale ; Llan- 
trissant ; Bath (two) ; Pembroke Dock ; 
Risca ; Bodmin; and Oswestry ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Caio; Twyn- 
llanan ; Cilyewm ; L lansadwrn ; Islington ; 
Llanfihangel Aberbythych; Llanddans: ant ; 
Pandine; Pontynyswen 3... Bankyfelin ; 
Kyffig ; Mydrim ; ‘Llanddimiol; Y nysybwl; 
Ebbw Vale ; Llantrissant ; and C: adoxton ; 


. to lie upon ‘the Table. 


TEINDS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Perth, against proposed 
alteration of Clause i09 ; to lie upon the 


Table. 


Aberdeen ; Dundee (two); Perth (two) ; 
Glasgow (three) ; Liberton ; Leith ; Pais- | 
ley ; Deerness; Johnstone ; Kil harehan ; 


Cobden Street; Dunseore; Ar- 
broath ; Strathaven; Edinburgh (four) ; 
Kincardine O’Neil ; Dollar ; and Lanark ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Alva: 


AFRICAN WAR (FORM OF} 
PRAYER). 


SOUTH 
INTERCESSORY 
Petition from the Protestant Church of 
England Union of New South Wales, for 
withdraw al; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EXPERIMENTS ON LIVING ANIMALS. 
Motion made, for an Address for “ Re- 


| turn showing the number of Experiments 


performed on Living Animals during the 
year 1899 under Licences granted under 


| the Act 39 and 40 Vic., c. 77, distinguish- 


| ing Painless from Painful Experiments (in 
‘continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
|No. 215, of Session 1899).”—(IMr. Jesse 


| Collings.) 


| 


| 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 


| Rusheliffe) said he had listened with 
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very great regret to this motion being put 
from the Chair at so late a period of the 
session. It was very necessary, if this 
information was to be of any use, that 
the motion should be made earlier in the 
session. A yearor two ago he ventured 
to put himself into communication with 
the Home Office, and he then secured an 
assurance that in future the motion should 
be made earlier in the session. As 


matters now stood it would be the middle 


of July before the Return was in the hands 
of hon. Members, and it would be prac- 
tically useless for all purposes of discus- 
sion. He wished strongly to protest 
against the habit which had grown up in 
recent years of presenting this Return so 
late in the middle of June. There was 
no reason why it should not be presented 
before Easter. Many years had elapsed 
since the House discussed the administra- 


tion of these Acts, and a further discus- | 
sion would certainly be necessary when | 


the House was able to give its attention 
to less exciting matters than those which 
had occupied it during the whole of the 
present session. 


THE UNDER 
STATE ror tHe HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. JEssE CoLLINGs, Birming- 
ham, Bordesley) : Attention was given to 
the representations of the hon. Member, 
and an effort was made to forward the 
preparation of the Return. I may tell the 
hon. Member that, though the motion is 
late, the Return is ready for the printer, 
and will, I hope, be issued in a week or 
ten days. Next session an effort shall be 
made to still further meet the hon. Mem- 
ber’s wishes. 


Motion agreed to. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) (DIETARIES). 


Paper [presented 14th June] to be 
printed. [No. 205.] 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 
Copy presented, of Returns relating to 
the Council up to 31st March, 1900, with 
Estimate of Expenditure for the year 
ending 31st March, 1901 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 206.] 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 


dated 25th May, 1900, declaring that | 


Mr. John Roberts, Turnkey, Consular 
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Gaol, Yokohama, Consular Service, was 
appointed without a Civil Service certifi- 
cate through inadvertence on the part of 
the Head of his Department [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 4th June, 1900, declaring that Mr. 
James Alfred Dawson, Rural Postman, 
Post Office Department, was appointed 
without a Civil Service certificate, 
through inadvertence on the part of the 
Head of his Department [by Act] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATIONS. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 6th June, 1900, declaring that for 
the due and efficient discharge of the 
duties of the Office of Sanitary Surveyor 
under the Board of Trade (Mercantile 
Marine Services), professional or other 
peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be 
acquired in the public service are re- 
quired [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (PROGRESS AND 
CONDITION). 

Copy presented, of Statement exhi- 
biting the Moral and Material Progress 
and Condition of India during the year 
1898-9. Thirty-fifth Number[by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS ACT, 1897 
(ASSOCIATIONS). 

Copy presented, of List of (1) Associa- 
tions censtituted under The Voluntary 
Schools Act, 1897 ; (2) Associated Schools 
and Amounts of Aid Grant paid ; and 
(3) Unassociated Schools and Amounts of 
Aid Grant paid, 1899-1900 ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LOCAL TAXATION LICENCES, 
1899-1900. 

Return ordered, “of the amount re- 
ceived in respect of each Administrative 
County and County Borough in England 
and Wales for Local Taxation Licence 
Duties and Penalties, under the Local 
Government Act, 1888, in the year 
ended the 3lst day of March, 1900.”— 
(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

Copy ordered, ‘of Memorandum 

| Stating the nature of the Proposals con- 
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tained in the Provisional Orders included | whichsuch banks were respectively opened 
in the Pier and Harbour Provisional | and closed, and the number and amount 


Orders (No. 2) Bill.”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL. 


Copy ordered, 


of their depositors’ balances, and the 
| number of days and hours in each week 
|on which the same banks were open for 


| public business at the close of the year 


“of Memorandum,| next preceding the date of such closing ; 


stating the nature of the Proposals con- | distinguishing the same, as in the form 
tainedin the Provisional Orders included | 
in the Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) | 


Bill.” —(Mr. Ritchie.) 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANK. 


Return ordered, “(1) from each 


Savings Bank in England and Wales, | 


Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel 
Islands, containing, in columns, the names 
of the Officers, their respective salaries, 
and other allowances, if any ; the amount 
of security each gives; the annual expenses 
of management, inclusive of all payments 
and salaries, for the year ended the 20th 
day of November, 1899; the rate per 
centum per annum on the capital of the 


bank for the expenses of management ; | 


the rate of interest paid to depositors on | 


the various amounts of deposit, and the | 


average rate of interest on all accounts; 
the number of accounts remaining open ; 
the total amount owing to depositors ; 
the total amount invested with the Com- 
missioners for the reduction of the 
National Debt ; the balance in the hands 
of the treasurer at the 20th day of 
November, 1899 ; the total amount of the 
separate surplus fund on the 20th day of 
November, 1899; other assets, including 


estimated value of bank premises, furni- | 


ture, etc.; the total assets; the total 
amount of Government stock standing to 
the creait of depositors ; 
amount of annuities granted; and the 
average cost of each transaction ; also the 
year in which business commenced in 
each bank, and the name of the day or 
days, and the number of hours in the 
week, on which the banks are open for 
the deposit and withdrawal of moneys ; 
including in such a Return a list of all 


the number and | “*. aie 
| smith ; and whether any further notice is 


of the Return, for each separate county, as 
well as collectively, for England and 
| Wales, Scotland, Ireland, and the Channel 
| Islands, and for the United Kingdom: 
and (2) for the year ending the 20th day 
of November, 1899, showing the total 
number of depositors in trustee savings 
banks ; the total number of deposits ; 
the average amount of each deposit 
account ; the average sums paid in and 
drawn out; the total number of persons 
who have deposited in single sums the 
entire amount allowed to be deposited 
during the year (in continuation of Par- 
liamentary Paper, No. 297, of Session 
1899).”—(Sir John William Maclure.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —SIEGE OF 
LADYSMITH — DISAPPEARANCE OF 
STORES. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 
the War Office have received the proceedings 
in the courts-martial held on those con- 
cerned in the disappearance of stores at 
the hospital in Intombi Camp during the 
first two months of the siege of Lady- 


to be taken of the matter. 


*THeE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyYNDHAM, 
| Dover): The only court-martial pro- 


| answering 


such savings banks as, under the provisions | 
of the Act 26 Vic. c. 14, or otherwise, | 


have been closed and have transferred 
their funds, or any part thereof, to the Post 
Office Savings Banks ; showing, in each 
case, the number of such Banks, as well 
as the number and amount of depositors’ 
accounts so transferred, and the amount 
of compensation, if any, made to all or 


any of the officers of such banks respec- | 


tively, and showing also the years in 


ceedings that have reached the War Office 
the right hon. Member's 
description are those concerning a staff 
sergeant of the Indian Commissariat 
Department, acting as sub-conductor, 
who was found guilty of fraudulently 
misapplying public goods to his own use 
on the 6th and 7th February in Intombi 
Camp. He was reduced to the ranks and 
given six months imprisonment with 


| hard labour. 


| 
| 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE: Has any 
report been received from Sir G. White? 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think so. 


LADYSMITH—SIR G. WHITE'S 
DESPATCHES. 

Mr. LAFONE (Southwark, Bermond- 
sey): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War if reports have been re- 
ceived from Sir George White on the 
siege of Ladysmith ; and, if so, when will 
they be published. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: As TI have already 
told the House, I am not prepared to 
anticipate by way of question and answer 


any exercise which the Secretary of State | 
for War may see fit to make of his dis- | 


cretion as to the publication of the des- 
patches and reports on military opera- 
tions. 


Mr. LAFONE: Although men who 
were shut up in Ladysmith have been 
home two months, we have yet no official 
information of what took place there. 


ALLEGED CLAIM ON THE MAYOR OF 
LADYSMITH. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he has any information 
to the effect that a claim has been made 
by the Imperial Government on the 
Mayor of Ladysmith for food supplied 
during the siege from the military 
supplies for the maintenance of the 
inhabitants, many of whom had joined 
the fighting ranks. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have no informa- 
tion. 


ALLEGED OUTRAGES ON BOER 

FEMALES BY BRITISH TROOPS. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether an English infantry 
patrol of twenty men, while raiding near 
Dundee, entered the farmhouses of the 
absent Boers and outraged their wives 
and children, and were surprised in the 
act by Republican soldiers, and some of 
them shot; whether, in another place, 
also near Dundee, a family of six females, 
named Bester, aged respectively forty- 
five, eighteen, fourteen, twelve, and two 
younger children, were outraged by men 
of an English patrol ; and whether he has 
any official information of such occur- 


{15 June 1900} 
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rences to communicate; and, if not, 
whether he will cause inquiry to be made 
into these allegations. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir, we have 
no information. I understand that the 
allegations referred to are based upon the 


| reported conversation of an officer serving 


in the Boer army, and I do not think that 
we should be justified in asking the 
generals in the field to investigate charges 
which rest upon such evidence. The 
crimes referred to, if committed on active 
service, would be punishable by death ; 
and I am confident that the authorities 
in South Africa would require no instiga- 
tion from us to investigate any charges of 


the kind. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: But in 
view of the fact that it is stated that three 
or four soldiers were caught in the act and 
shot, is it not worth while to inquire ? 


[No answer was-given. | 


JAMESON RAID INDEMNITY. 

Smrk BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether the indemnity which 
the Chartered Company of British South 
Africa undertook to pay on the release 
of the prisoners after the Jameson Raid 
has become the property of this country 
by right cf conquest ; and, if so, whether 
immediate steps will be taken to claim a 
reasonable sum from the Chartered Com- 
pany on account of the said indemnity, 
with interest for the last four years, and 
to apply the same towards the expenses 
of the present war. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The claim 
to the indemnity would remain that of 
the Transvaal Government. It is pre- 
mature to say now what action may be 
taken by Her Majesty’s Government in 
the matter hereafter. 


RESIGNATION OF THE CAPE 
MINISTRY. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he can 
give the House any information with re- 
spect to the reported resignation of the 
Schreiner Ministry at the Cape. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Iam not in 
a position to say more than that Mr. 
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Schreiner and his colleagues have tendered 
their resignations to Sir A. Milner, and 
that they have been accepted. 


ALDERSHOT MAN(CEUVRES — HEAT 
FATALITIES—ARMY CLOTHING. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 

E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether the deaths and 
suffering of the troops at Aldershot dur- 
ing the recent review were caused by 
unsuitable headgear and want of proper 
food ; and, if so, whether he can state 
who is responsible, and what steps it is 
intended to take by the War Office in the 
matter. 


Str EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- 
land): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether the attention 
of the Secretary of State has been called 
to the verdict of the jury regarding the 
field day arrangements at Aldershot on 
Monday last, to the’effect that the cause 
of the deaths of four men and 400 re- 
ported (besides anreported) cases of sick- 
ness was want of proper food before sta: t- 


ing for the field day, want of adequate | : 
| also had the advantage of speaking to the: 


refreshment whilst actually engaged in 
the operations, and unsuitability of head- 
dress worn; if so, can he inform the 
House who is responsible for the defects 
in the arrangements and what measures 
are to be adopted to avoid similar occur- 
rences in the future. 


Mason RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he will consider the possi- 


bility of issuing a forage cap which will | 
protect more than a third of a man’s | he 
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whether the head-covering worn by the 
troops on that occasion was the same as 
that worn at the Salisbury manceuvres in, 
1898, when sixty-one cases of sunstroke 
occurred ; and whether any, and what, 
steps have been taken since 1898 with a 
view of supplying the troops with some 
head-covering suitable to protect them 
from the effects of the sun. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There are five: 
questions on the Paper arising out of the 
deplorable and, I believe, unprecedented 
casualties which occurred at Aldershot on 
Monday, the 11th, int the names of hon, 
Members for East Clare, South-east Essex, 
Sunderland, East Northamptonshire, and 
North Islington. If these hon. Members 
will allow me, I will endeavour to cover 
| all the points raised with which I am at 
| present in a position to deal. The Com- 
| mander-in-Chief directed by telegram on 
the 12th that an inquiry should be held, 
| and a reply was received on the same day 
| to the effect that action had already been 
taken. Reports have been received from 
the General Officer commanding, Alder- 
shot,‘ and the Surgeon-General. I have 





Adjutant-General, who returned from 
Aldershot this morning, but further par- 
ticulars will be forthcoming from officers 
commanding the various regiments. The 
facts were as follows :—On Monday, the 
11th of June, a field day was ordered at 
Aldershot, and a total of 18,002 men 
came on parade. The general order in 
force on all such occasions is that the 
men are to get their breakfast before 
starting, and that they are to 
provided with light refreshments 





=) aroeney rati “e | ° . 
head, and an emergency ration for home | at some time during the day. The 


service; and if the War Office will dis- 
couragé the drill and manceuvre of troops 
when the temperature is of abnormal 
severity. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War what are the results of 
the inquiry into the fatalities and casual- 
ties among the troops in the operations 
near Aldershot on Monday, and whether 
such risk will be obviated by amended 
regulations in future. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I Leg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if he 


can state how many soldiers suffered from | 


method of carrying out that order is 
left to the regimental authorities. The 
breakfast consists of bread and tea; and 
there is no reason to believe that any 
regiment failed to get breakfast before: 
starting. The light refreshment may 
consist of sandwiches, but the most 
popular thing with the men is bread and 
cheese. The men dine on their return to 
camp, and very much prefer these 
arrangements to carrying an emergency 
ration, which would not be palatable 
unless a prolonged halt were made for 
cooking it. The light refreshment of 





sandwiches, or bread and cheese, may 
either be served out to the men before 


the effects of sunstroke on Monday last | they start, for them to carry in their 
at Aldershot, and how many died ; | haversacks, or it may be arranged that a 


‘ 
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canteen cart shall meet the regiment at 
some specified point. That is a matter 
entirely for regimental arrangement, and 
one upon which it would be injudicious to 
lay down uniform regulations. On 
Monday morning when the troops started 
there was, the General commanding 
states, no exceptional heat ; on the con- 
trary he expected rain. But about 10 
o'clock great heat began to be felt, and as 
it continued the “halt” was sounded at 
10.30 and the “cease fire” at 11.15. It 
was then directed that the men should be 
marched back as easily as possible and 
with such periods of rest as their officers 
might think desirable. There is general 
testimony to the suddenness with which 
the heat wave came on ; and, in particular, 
Major-General Hemming, commanding 
the division in which was the Highland 
Light Infantry, testified from personal 
observation that not a man of that battalion 
fell out before the march back was begun. 
On the previous day the General Officer 
commanding had personally instructed 
brigadiers and divisional commanders that 
their men, should they show any signs of 


fatigue, were to be halted, and, if necessary 
7 Sp Y> | not told us at what hour the men started, 


to take no further part in the operations. 
But during the march back the severe 
heat was very much felt ; a large number 
of men fell out ; twenty-eight cases were 
received in hospital suffering severely 
from effects of the sun, of whom four have 
died, and twenty-nine suffering slightly. 
With the exception of these four men the 
other patients have made rapid recoveries. 
The whole distance covered by the 
troops was at the outside about fourteen 
miles, and in many cases less. On the 
question of the head-dress. In most 
regiments the head-dress worn was the 
field cap, of which I have placed a speci- 
men in the Tea-room. This cap was 
designed to afford greater protection than 
the Glengarry, which it has superseded in 
the great majority of our regiments. The 
problem of designing an ideal field cap is 
not an easy one. The cap must be 
sufficiently light and compact to be 
carried conveniently in the breast or 
haversack of the soldier when wearing 
his helmet, and it is also impossible to 
ignore altogether the soldier’s view of 
what constitutes a smart head-dress. 
Before this melancholy occurrence the 
Adjutant-General was at work ona sun- 
shade to be attached to the field cap. But 
the best course is undoubtedly that all 
men in possession of helmets should wear 
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them in summer time, whatever the fore- 
cast of the weather; and that men, 
principally in the Royal Reserves, who 
are still, owing to the exigencies of the 
war, unprovided with helmets, should not 
be allowed to undergo severe exertion at 
a distance from their barracks. The 
Colonel in command has notified to 
the General Officer commanding, Alder- 


shot, his regret that this course 
was not adopted, and has directed 
that it shall be followed in future. 


Amid much that is regrettable I am glad 
to know that fourteen doctors and an 
ambulance were in attendance to mitigate 
the sufferings to which the troops were 
exposed by a sudden and unforeseen rise 
of temperature. I cannot conclude with- 
out expressing my regret at the attempt 
which has been made in some quarters to 
fix blame on particular individuals who 
are in no way responsible. 


Sr JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich): I hope the hon. Gentleman 
will be able to tell us, if not now at a later 
date, what actually happened with regard 
to the supply of food to the men. He has 


whether the men were supplied with food 
before they started out, and whether food 
reached them when out or not. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I did state that 
the men were supplied with food before 
starting. I do not know whether food in 
all cases reached the men, because that is 
a matter as to which I must get the re- 
ports of the officers commanding the 
individual regiments. With the excep- 
tion of the Army Service Corps and the 
Army Medical Corps, no troops started 
before six o’clock, and some not until 
eight o'clock or twenty minutes past 
eight. 

Mr. BARTLEY: Do I understand that. 
the head-dress worn on Monday was the 
same as that worn during the manceuvres 
in 1898, when there were sixty-one cases 
of sunstroke ? 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: In the majority of 
cases the field cap was in use in 1898. 

Mr. BARTLEY : But did not eonsider- 
able discussion take place at the time, and 
was not some promise held out in 1898 
that there would be a reform in the head- 
dress # 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There has beer 
some discussion, and attempts have been 
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made to improve the head-dress. I still | summer, whatever the weather, the helmet 
hold that the better solution is to wear | is to be worn, and that troops unprovided 
the proper head-dress—the helmet—and | with helmets are not to take part in 
not attempt to use the field cap for pur-| exhausting operations. 


poses for which it was not intended. 

VOLUNTEERS—PAYMENT OF CAMP 
Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | ALLOWANCES—LEAVE TO GOVERN. 

Central): Is not the adoption of the} MENT EMPLOYEES. 
slouch cap which has given so much) Mr. BOSCAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge) ; 
satisfaction in South Africa under con-| On behalf of the hon. and gallant Mem- 
sideration ? | ber for the Central Division of Sheffield, 
one I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: [hope that some | for War if, having regard to the fact that 
day the forces of the Empire may wear | numbers of Volunteers are working men 
the head-dresses which have become dear | needing weekly pay for the support of 
to many of us owing to recent operations. | their families, and that neither the State 
Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, |" Private —s can pf more 
W.): Is the right hon. Gentleman aware | than fourteen day é nt tor Volu pay, 
that the difference between the tempera- | 2'Tangements can be made for ¥ olunteers 


ture of Sunday and Monday was only | Teceiving the allowances granted by the 
= " T j 7 . one 7 
five degrees ! War Office if in camp for fourteen days 


|or over every week during the camp 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The heat came on/ instead of some time afterwards, when 
suddenly on Monday morning, but it was | the returns and proportion of attendance 
because the temperature had been exces-| to strength has been checked. 
sive on Sunday that the General Officer | , 
mapey: eet be: Soom vce *Mr. WYNDHAM: Under Paragraph 
commanding gave personal instructions | o. 
‘ ney el a | 24 of the Memorandum of Instructions 
to the brigadiers and divisional com- ; ‘i 
| relating to pay in Volunteer camps, the 





manders. | : : 
| pay and allowances in question are pay- 

In reply to a question by Mr. Gipson | able at such intervals as the brigadier or 
Bow es (Lynn Regis), | the commanding officer of the unit may 


RIO i direct. The matter is left to corps 
*MR. WYNDHAM said: There were | arrangements. The interpretation put 
no signs of distress up to the time of the by the hon. and gallant Member on the 
operations coming to a close. All the | notification as to leave of Government 
cases arose during the march back. | employees is incorrect. The intention of 
Whether the men should be halted is a, the Government is to give a special extra 
matter entirely in the hands, and it was/ Jeave of fourteen dave. This, together 
left on this occasion exclusively in the | with the Volunteers’ ordinary holiday 
hands, of the commanding officer of each | which many of them have usually devoted 
particular unit. /to the Volunteer camps, will in the 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: But wore | ™#Jority of cases go far to make up a 
the men halted in accordance with the meneaes Clee: tee emp. 
orders of the General? Will you ascer- VOLUNTEER EMERGENCY 
tain that ? | ~ PROPOSALS. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : When I get all the| , MR. BOSCAWEN : On behalf of the 
evidence I will see what steps were taken. | er Member for the Central a * 
I have evidence that some of the regi-| Sheffield, l beg to ask the U nder Secre- 
ments showed a great disposition to | tuay of State tor War if, eg ane 
march on and were not checked by their | © the beliel af somo aes: ee 
‘ia Y they give facilities for the Volunteers in 
: | their employ to go into camp for at least 
Sm J. KENNAWAY (Devonshire, fourteen days, as required by the War 
Honiton) : Have I understood aright that | Office, they will be expected to do the 
the helmet is in future to be universally | same every year, he will once more give 
worn during manceuvres ? a positive assurance that this special 
| effort is only made this year, in conse- 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Commander-| quence of the number of Regular troops 
in-Chief has issued instructions that in | out of the country. 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: May I remind my 
hon. and gallant friend of words which I 
used on the 12th March 1— 


“J wish the House to understand distinctly 
that this is an emergency scheme for this year 
and this year only. . I wish the House 
to keep it in mind that it is because we are in 
a year of emergency, and it is because the 
Militia are embodied, that we make these 
emergency proposals with regard to the 
Volunteers.” + 


MOUNTED INFANTRY VOLUNTEERS 
—CAMP ALLOWANCES. 


Mr. BOSCAWEN: On behalf of the 


hon. Member for the Central Division of | 


Sheffield, I beg to ask the Under Secretary 


of State for War if the capitation grant | 


for Mounted Infantry Volunteers has yet 
been fixed, and if the camp allowance for | 
the current year will be at the same rate | 
as that decided upon for the Yeomanry. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The first question 
has led to a good deal of correspondence 
and discussion, but I shall be able to give 
the required information very shortly. 


The camp allowance will be at the same | 


rate as for Yeomanry, provided that 50} 
per cent. of the strength of the company | 
is present in camp for a fortnight. 


“EUROPA ”—BELLEVILLE 
BOILERS. 

Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead) : 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty if he 
can state the number of days H.M.S. 
“Europa” took to steam to Australia, and | 
what was her average speed during the | 
voyage and consumption of fuel per day ; | 
whether he has any report of the Belle- 
ville boilers, fitted on this vessel, from the | 
Admiralty inspector who was on board ; 
what is the extent of the repairs necessi- 
tated to the boilers after her arrival on 
the station ; 
decks was insupportable to the crew. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The number of days 
of actual steaming occupied by the 
“Europa” on the voyage from Plymouth | 
to Sydney was forty-nine days. The 
speed varied from eleven to thirteen 
knots, the average being a little under 
twelve, which is about the usual speed 
for these voyages by Her Majesty’s ships 
when there is no urgency. The total 
coal consumption was about 6,000 tons. 


H.M.S. 





t See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxx., p. 612. 
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The coal consumption of the “Europa ” 
was known to be very large before she 
left England compared with that of her 
sister ships fitted with similar boilers, 
and for that reason an inspector of 
machinery was sent out in her to inves- 
tigate the cause. This, so far as we 
know at present, he has not been success- 
ful in doing, and it is not probable that 
we shall be able to.find out the cause of 
the high coal consumption until the ship 
returns to England, and the necessary 
examination of the engines, where the 
/main fault probably lies, can be made. 
The ship was detained at Malta for some 
time while some experimental trials were 
being made, but these did not throw any 
| sufficient light on the cause of the high 
| consumption. No report has been made 
| by the inspector of machinery attributing 
|the fault to the Belleville boilers. No 
report has been received as to any repairs 
being required to the boilers since her 
| arrival at Sydney. The stokers suffered 
| considerably from the heat in the passage 
through the Red Sea, especially some of 
|the younger men. There is no reason to 
| suppose that the heat between decks was 
_greater than is usual in other cruisers 
| when passing through those regions. 


| Mr. ALLAN: May I ask how many 
| days the ship took in steaming from Ply- 





| mouth to Australia ? 


| Mr. GOSCHEN: I have answered the 

| hon. Member as to the number of days 
she was steaming. She was detained at 
Malta for a considerable time for trials. 


Mr. ALLAN: Is it not a fact that the 
| men could not live between decks of the 
ship during her passage to Australia on 
account of the heat, and have not the 
men classed the ship as “ H.M.S. Hell” ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN : 
tion as to that. 


I have no informa- 


MALTA—TUNNY NET TAX. 

| Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the Governor of Malta, 
without the advice and consent of 
the representatives of the Maltese 
people, imposed a special tax on the 
use of tunny nets in Maltese waters ; 
whether he is aware that last January, by 
a resolution in the council passed unani- 
mously by the elected representatives, 
this order was declared to be rescinded, 








| 
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but was four days subsequently promul- 
gated afresh by the Governor ; whether 
remonstrances against this action, which 
affects the poorest class of the Maltese 
community, have reached the Colonial 
Office ; and whether any communications 
on the subject have passed between the 
Colonial Office and the Governor of 
Malta; and what steps he proposes to 
take in the matter. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Governor of Malta has not altered the 
local laws relating to fisheries by the im- 
position of a special tax on the use of 
tunny nets in Maltese waters, but, in con- 
sequence of the increased attention which is 
being given to tunny-fishingin Malta, it has 
been decided to offer for public competi- 
tion leases of sites for permanent tunny- 
traps in the territorial waters. On the 
17th of January a resolution was passed 
unanimously by the elected representa- 
tives of the Maltese Council of Govern- 
ment, in which they objected to the grant 
of such leases by public competition, but 
the Governor disagreed with the resolu- 
tion, because it appeared to be in the in- 
terest of private profit, and detrimental to 
public welfare. A memorial has been 
received from a Maltese respecting the 
grant of a licence for tunny-fishing, and 
has formed the subject of correspondence 
between the Colonial Office and the 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Wil} 
the right hon. Gentleman say whether it 
is a fact thatin thenegotiations the Queens- 
land delegate was not consulted ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No; that is 
not exactly true. Of course, the particular 
communication in the first instance was 
with the delegates of the four colonies 
who had objected to the Amendment 
which we proposed to the original Bill. 
As soon as we came to an agreement with 
the four delegates in question the new 
agreement was communicated to the 
Queensland delegate. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is it a 
fact that complaint was made on behalf 
of Queensland that its delegate was not 
consulted 4 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No such 
complaint reached me. 





TONGA—BRITISH PROTECTORATE, 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 
any official information has yet arrived in 
reference to the mission-of Mr. Basil 
Thomson to Tonga ; and whether there is 
any ground for the impression conveyed 
by recent telegrams that the conditions of 
the proposed Protectorate are not accept- 
able to the King and Government of 
Tonga. 








Governor of Malta; but I have received | 
no general remonstrances of the kind| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Only a 
suggested in the hon. Member’s question. | brief telegram has been received from 
I am not prepared to take any steps in| Mr, Thomson stating that he had pro- 
the matter. | claimed a Protectorate with the approval 


| of the majority of the Tongans, and that 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL | the King stated he was satisfied. 
—THE APPEAL CLAUSES. | 
Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid) : I beg | ZANZIBAR—CHURCH MISSIONARY 
to ask the Secretary of State for the | STATION AT RABAIS. 
Colonies whether, with a view to the ree) Mr. DUCKWORTH (Lancashire, Mid- 
moval of existing uncertainties, he has any | dleton) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
objection to stating the precise purport, | of State for Foreign Affairs whether the 
scope, and operation of the proposed com- | Church Missionary station at Rabais, 
promise clause of the Australian Common- | East Africa, has been declared to be out- 
wealth Bill referring to appeals to the side the dominions of the Sultan of 
Privy Council. | Zanzibar, and that the Protectorate flag 
now flies there in place of the Sultan's; 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The effect | and, if so, does it mean that all persons 
of the proposed compromise is to prevent | residing there and all persons settling 
any appeal to Her Majesty in Council on there are free, and could the same course 
any question of the class specified in the | be adopted in regard to the mission 
Amendment of which notice has been | stations at Mazeras and Ribe, both of 
iven, unless with the consent of the | which are in the same neighbourhood of 
overnments concerned. | Rabais. 
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*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): Her 
Majesty's Government have no knowledge 
of any declaration placing Rabai outside 
the dominions of the Sultan of Zanzibar ; 


the position both there and at Mazeras | 


and Ribe remains unaltered. 


INDIA—BRITISH CAVALRY CAR- 
BINES. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India if he can 
state what proportion of the British 
cavalry in India is still armed with the 
Martini-Henry carbine. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. HAmILton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The Government of India anti- 


cipate that by the end of this month the | 


whole of the British cavalry in India will 
be armed with magazine carbines. At 
present one regiment still carries single- 
loaders. 


INDIAN FAMINE AND  PLAGUE— 
STATISTICS — SUGGESTED ROYAL 
COMMISSION — PARLIAMENTARY 
GRANT, &e. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India if he 
can state the total number of persons on 
relief works in India, how long the 
present famine has continued, how many 
persons have died from hunger and 
disease, and what is the number of 
deaths from bubonic plague since the 
outbreak of the epidemic to the present 
date. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The total 
number of persons on relief works in 
India, according to the latest accounts, is 
5,802,000. The famine was caused by 
the failure of last autumn’s rains, and has 
therefore lasted about seven months. It 
is absolutely impossible at present to form 
even an approximate estimate of the 
number of deaths which it has caused 
directly or indirectly ; in some parts of 
India where famine has been aggravated 
by cholera and small-pox the mortality, 
I fear, has been very heavy; in other 
large districts where the famine is equally 
severe, but has not been associated with 
wholesale epidemic disease the efforts of 
the Government of India and its organi- 
sation of relief have been so successful 
that the death rate is hardly above the 
normal. The total number of reported 
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| plague deaths from 1896, when the epi- 
|demie began, down to last April, was 
| 358,685—that is to say, about one death 
| per annum to every three thousand living 
‘inhabitants of India. At the present 
| moment the plague mortality in Bombay 
is lower than at any period in the three 
preceding years. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Can the 
noble Lord promise to give us the 
number of deaths that have occurred from 
famine ? 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I hope the 
hon. Gentleman will recollect that the 
area covered by famine contains 
85,000,000 people, and that the number 
of Europeans and of officials in that 
district is very small. He will see that, 
necessarily, a considerable time must 
elapse before anything like adequate 
statistics can be obtained, but I shall 
accelerate the collecting of information as 
far as I can, and I shall see that it is 
published as soon as possible. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India if 
his attention has been called to the 
report of Dr. Kloptsch, administrator of 
the fund raised in New York for the 
relief of distress in India, and whether he 
has any information to the effect, as 
stated in the report, that vultures, dogs, 
and jackals have been found devouring 
human bodies left unburied ; and whether 
in view of the suffering caused by fanzine 
and plague throughout India at present, 
the Government will recommend at once 
the appointment of a Royal Commission 
to inquire into the best and _ speediest 
method of dealing with the state of 
affairs now existing in Her Majesty’s 
Indian Empire. 


Questions. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have seen 
the telegram of Dr. Kloptsch, and have 
read similar statements in one or two of 
the numerous reports that have reached 
me. These statements only apply to the 
districts, limited in number, I am glad to 
say, where cholera and small-pox have 
attacked the famine camps, thus forming 
a combination which for the moment 
baffles any administrative palliation. A 
Commission of great weight and autho- 
rity was appointed in 1897 to report on 
the best method of dealing with famine 
in India, and its suggestions, which were 
published in 1898 after a most elaborate 
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and searching inquiry, have been of great 
value. Another similar Commission was 
appointed in 1898 to deal with the plague, 
and has produced a very important and 
exhaustive Report, part of which only has 
yet been published. I do not, therefore, 
propose at present to advise the appoint- 
ment of a Royal Commission, though it 
may hereafter be advisable when the 
present epidemics are over to utilise the 
experience gained by making it the sub- 
ject of further Reports. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Arising 
out of that answer, may I ask whether 
the Government propose to wait until 
millions of people meet their death by 
starvation before they will inquire as to 
a remedy 4 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I hope the 
monsoon which has begun will very 
shortly put an end to the famine. I 
think the hon. Gentleman will see that | 
it is quite impossible with only a limited 
number of officials at our disposal to ask 
them to put on one side the more 
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pressing work of ministering to the wants 
of the distressed in order to make | 
inquiries and ascertain statistics. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
noble Lord admits that the deaths are so | 
numerous that bodies are unburied and | 
are even being devoured by the dogs. Will 
he urge on the Government the desira- 
bility of raising at once whatever money 
may be necessary in order to put an end 
to this scandal and give some relief to the 


people 4 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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followers, and camp scavengers. I believe 
that on more than one occasion the 
European officer after a panic has found 
himself with but few assistants in the 
presence of the dead and dying, all the 
rest having fled. It is due to such a 
state of things and not to a lack of money 
that this mortality arises. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
noble Lord has not said whether it would 
not be possible by the application of 
money, by the employment of a sufficient 
number of assistants 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 
is now becoming a debate. The hon, 
Member must give notice of any further 
question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: With 
great respect, I desire simply to ask a 
question 





*Mr. SPEAKER: I have said that the 
hon. Member is proceeding to debate the 
answer given. That is not proper. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Oh, of 
course not. You spend sixty millions of 
money on war, and let the people of India 
die of famine. 


Sirk WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
(Banffshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether he has re- 
ceived a memorial from the Glasgow 
Chamber of Commerce affirming the 
responsibility of this country for the well- 


| being of the people of India, and urging 


| Her Majesty’s Government to at once 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: It is not a 
question of money, The only method by 
which you can deal with the enormous 
number of people who are suffering from | 
hunger over great areas is to aggregate | 
them in camps in healthy sites. Unfor- | 
tunately, in the west of India there has 
been no rain for the last seven months, 
and the difficulty is not so much the 
scarcity of food as the purity of the water. 
If cholera attacks in its worst form one of 
the camps, it so terrifies the people that | 
they fly m all directions, carrying with 
them the germs of disease and dying by | 
the roadsides and in the ditches. And | 
the difficulty does not end there even, 
because not only does the panic affect the | 
people who are congregated in the camps, | 
but it affects the hospital assistants, camp | 


|invite Parliament to vote an Imperial 


Grant in relief of the Indian famine; 
and whether he will state what reply has 
been given to the memorialists. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I received 
about a month ago a memorial from the 
Glasgow Chamber of Commerce, the pur- 
port of which is correctly stated in the 
hon. Member’s question. My reply was 
to the effect thac the Government of 
India had undertaken to prevent deaths 
from famine, and to relieve suffering so 
far as those objects could be attained by 
the expenditure of money and _ the 


‘administrative machinery at their dis- 


posal ; that they had been informed that, 
if their financial resources should prove 
insufficient to carry out this undertaking, 
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Her Majesty’s Government would be | this canteen is only 18 inches thick and 
ready to give help in whatever form | has a chimney flue running up it, appa- 
might be thought most advisable, and | rently built into the walls of the National 
that, having regard to what the famine | Gallery itself ; also that the back windows 
had already cost, and might be expected of the gallery are at right angles to those 
to cost on the one hand, and to the state | of the canteen, and, as they are only some 
of the Indian finances on the other, there | six or eight feet from the latter, in the 





seemed to be at present no reason to 
apprehend that such help would be 
required. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: They 
are collecting for India in America. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether it is the intention of the 
Government to vote a sum of money for 
the relief of the famine-stricken people of 


India. 


THe FIRST LORD or THe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Manchester, 
E.): I do not know of any ground at 
present for initiating the great change of 
policy suggested by the hon. Member. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Although | 


six millions of people are starving ! 


NATIONAL GALLERY—PRECAUTIONS 
AGAINST FIRE. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I beg to ask the First Com- | 
missioner of Works if any steps are pro- | 
posed in order to isolate the National | 
Gallery in view of the grave danger from | 
fire to which the building is now subject. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, 
N.): I beg to ask the First Commissioner | 
of Works whether he intends to adopt 
any measures to ensure greater security 
from fire of the buildings and contents of | 
the National Gallery ; and, if so, what | 
measures, and when does he propose to | 
adopt them. | 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the First Lord | 
of the Treasury whether his attention | 
has been directed to a fire which took | 
place on 30th May in the corner of the | 
block of buildings in 12, Pall Mall East, | 
adjoining the National Gallery ; and | 
whether, seeing that Block B, the south 
end of St. George’s Barracks, forming the | 
canteen, and presumably containing com- | 
bustible material, absolutely abuts upon | 
the wall of the Great Gallery containing | 
Turner’s pictures ; that the gable wall of 











case of the canteen catching fire and the 
wind blowing from the north, it would be 
almost impossible to prevent the flames 
being driven into the windows of the 
gallery ; and also that no precaution could 
prevent damage to the national collection 
from flames, sparks, smoke, or heating of 
the party wall, he will consider the de- 
sirability of cutting off the building con- 
taining our priceless national collection 
from the barracks on the one hand and 
the group of inflammable shops on the 
other. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DouG.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) : The fire which occurred 
on the 30th May last in premises adjacent 
to the National Gallery tested the 
arrangements hitherto made for the pro- 
tection of the gallery against fire, and the 
result was in the main satisfactory. In 
the opinion of Her Majesty’s Government 
the risk at the present time is slight, but 


/in order to reduce it .to a minimum, 
| negotiations have been ‘commenced with 


the owners of the adjacent property with 
a view to the isolation of the western end 
f the National Gallery. Should these 
negotiations fail, which I hope may not 


| be the case, Parliament will be asked in 
| the usual manner to furnish powers to the 
Government for the immediate acquisition 


of the property in question. I do not 


| know whether after this the hon. Member 
|for West Aberdeenshire requires me to 


give the answer prepared to his question 
to the First Lord of the Treasury. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON: If the right 
hon. Gentleman has any further infor- 
mation I shall be glad to hear it. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : The second 
paragraph of the question of the hon. 
Member for West Aberdeenshire is 
apparently taken en bloc from the file of 
the Daily Graphic of 6th June, 1895, 
which I have with me. This statement 
is out of date and consequently inaccu- 
rate. Ihave already on more than one 
occasion explained to the hon. Member 
in the House that Block B of St. George’s 
Barracks is not in actual contact (save by 








159 
a screen wall) with the wall of the 
National Gallery ; and that the canteen 
has been removed to the other end of the 
barracks. The statement with regard to 
the position of the chimney flue and the 
gallery windows is not correct —the flue 
being part of the National Gallery and 
not of the barracks, and, further, is not in 
nse. The House will recollect that the 
barracks will be removed as soon as those 
now in course of construction at Millbank 
are completed, and further, that the 
Government last year purchased a large 
block of property in St. Martin’s Street, 
which has since been cleared. 


Supply—Civil 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As a desire 
has been expressed that the Railway 
Accidents Bill, as amended, shall be re- 
printed, it would be inconvenient to take 
it on Monday, as originally arranged, 
after the Australian Commonwealth Bill. 
The Ecclesiastical Assessment (Scotland) 
Bill will therefore be substituted for the 
Railway Bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the Committee stage of the Australian 
Commonwealth Bill be taken from day 
to day until it is finished ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


doubt it will be, if necessary. 


I have no 
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Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) : It is always difficult, in con- 
sidering a Vote of this character, to discuss 
it with any approach to accuracy, when 
we have not before us, as is the case to- 
day, the Report for the past year on 
Education. I only wish, on this occasion, 
to say a few words with regard to one or 
two topics raised by this Vote. The 
first is as to the position of the teachers, 
The right hon. Gentleman is well aware 
that the teachers of this country are the 
only personsof their class in the world who 
are subject to arbitrary and capricious 
dismissal. It is necessary, I think, if we 
are to have a body of self-respecting men 
engaged in the great work of education, 
that they should not be subject to arbi- 
trary and capricious dismissal at the 
hands of a single individual. As we were 
informed by the Report of the Royal 
Commission, in too many cases the whole 
management of schools—of State sup- 
ported schools—is practically entirely in 
the hands of a single individual. It is 
not a position in which any elementary 
teacher should he placed that he should 
be dependent entirely upon the goodwill 
of one individual for the permanency and 
security of his position. .There is just 
one other point to which I should like to 


refer, and that is the question of training 
colleges. The right hon. Gentleman told 


us that it was open to Nonconformists to 
found training colleges, and that the State 








SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
Mr. HALsEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures: Mr. Munro Ferguson 
(added in respect of the Agricultural 
Holdings Bill); and had appointed in 
substitution : Sir William Wedderburn. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 





SUPPLY [13TH ALLOTTED Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee). 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 


Crvit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


Cuass IV. 


1. £5,585,099, to complete the sum for 
Board of Education. 








would be ready to make a grant to them. 
But we hold it is the business of the 
State in this country, as it is in every 
civilised country in the world, to establish 
these training colleges on its own account. 
It is perfectly monstrous that Noncon- 
formists, as such, should be asked to 
establish colleges for the purpose of train- 
ing teachers who are to teach in our 
public elementary schools, and it is abso- 
lutely unreasonable. Such a demand 
would not be made in any other civilised 
country in the world. We ask that the 
admitted deficiency in the supply of 
training colleges should be made up by 
the State, and that men who are in- 
clined to enter into the teaching pro- 
fession should not be excluded from 
that profession simply because they 
do not happen to belong to a de- 
nomination which has an ample 
supply of training colleges. There 
is a question relating to Wales to which I 
also wish to ask attention for a few 
minutes. 


The right hon. Gentleman the 
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{15 June 1900} 


Vice-President has always treated Wales | 


with great fairness and courtesy, and I 
wish to ask him now whether the Board 
of Education have taken any steps in the 
course of the reorganisation to which they 
have now set their hands to deal out 
justice to Wales in the matter of Museum 
grants. Speaking on the 4th of August 


162 


impression which is, I think, shared by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite, that these 
religious grievances of which we hear in 
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| connection with education are to a con- 


last year* the right hon. Gentleman said | 


that Wales would no doubt receive 
favourable consideration in regard to 
this matter, and I would again remind 
him that out of the money which is set 
apart for this purpose, while Scotland 
receives £12,000 per year and Ireland 
£22,000 for their museums, Wales gets 
absolutely nothing whatever. Scotland 
and Ireland too get many thousands of 
pounds for purposes which are slightly 
outside the Museum grant. While suc- 
cessive Ministers have expressed the 
utmost sympathy with this desire on the 
part of Wales for a due and proper share 
of the Museum grant, nothing practical has 
yet been done, and I can only hope that 
the right hon. Gentleman, if he is not 
in a position to give us a definite promise, 
will at least not weaken in any respect 
declarations previously made by Ministers 
on this subject. In visiting provincial 
museums on the Continent I have been 
very much struck to see how far they are 
in advance of us, and [ have almost been 


ashamed to think that a wealthy country | 


like this should not do more for its pro 
vincial museums. The amount which 
appears on the Vote by way of grant to 


local museums has, I believe, been in- | 


creased from £1,000 to £1,500. I ven- 
ture to say that that is a miserably in- 
adequate sum for an object of this kind. 
These museums are intended for educa- 
tional purposes, and in Wales we have 
done our best in past years to promote 
such purposes in connection with them. 
I think we deserve well of the Govern- 
ment for what we have done, and I 
earnestly appeal to the right hon. Gentle- 
man to give us help in this respect. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield) : I have no intention 
of retraversing the wide field occupied in 
the course of this debate, but I wish as a 
Nonconformist to express my strong dis- 
sent from the views of a brother Noncon- 
formist—I refer to the hon. Member for 
West Fife—who appears to be under an 

* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxv., p. 1505. 
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siderable extent manufactured grievances: 
that they are the grievances of agitators. 
The hon. Member for West Fife pointed 
out that we hear nothing in this House 
of complaints by parents themselves, with 
regard to the character of the religious 
education to which their children are 
subjected. Now, the hon. Member is a 
frequent attendant in this House—— 


*THe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
This question was fully debated yester- 
day, and a division was taken upon it. I 
do not think it would be regular to raise 
the same debate again to-day. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: I am 
about to refer to the action of the De- 
partment in connection with several cases 
in which children have been compelled to 
attend Roman Catholic or Church of 
England schools, contrary to the wishes 
of their parents. If Iam not in order I 
will not, of course, proceed. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : That very point 
was debated yesterday, and, a division 
having taken place upon it, I must 
assume that the debate is closed. I do 
not think, therefore, it is open to the hon. 
Member to raise the same point again to- 
day, although the same Vote may be 
under consideration. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: There 
is one case to which I wish to call the at- 
tention of the right hon. Gentleman, 
because J believe that very shortly the 
Department will have to deal with it, if 
it has not already done so. It is a case 
at Bolton-cum-Seacombe, where the school 
board has lately introduced not only the 
Apostles’ Creed, but also a portion of the 
Church Catechism into the religious 
teaching in its school. A large number 
of the parents have undoubtedly shown by 
their action that they are not indifferent in 
this matter. On the contrary, they have 
evinced a most lively interest in it. A 
vigorous protest has been entered against 
the action of the board, and I believe 
that no fewer than 948 have signed re- 
turns expressing strong dissent from 
the course which has been pursued. If 
the parents of the children attending 
elementary schools are indifferent to 


F 
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religion so far as they themselves are | 


concerned, it is clear from this that they 
are not indifferent where their children 
are affected. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : Order, order! 
The hon. Member is now replying toa 
speech made yesterday in a former debate, 
and I do not think he ought to do that. 
If he wishes to ask a question with regard 
to any particular case he may fairly do so, 
but he cannot re-open a debate which 
occurred yesterday, and upon which a 
division was taken. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: Very 
well, Sir. I will conclude by expressing 
the simple hope that the facts to which I 
have drawn attention will receive careful 
attention at the hands of the right hon. 
Gentleman; because undoubtedly the 
decision the Department may come to in 
this case will affect the action of the 
schoo! authorities in several other places. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): I have a 
question to ask with regard to a rather 
small matter of administration. In the 
Vote now under consideration there are 
two classes of servants of the Department 
——senior examiners, of whom there are 
six, with salaries ranging from £650 to 
£800, and junior examiners, of whom 
there are eighteen, with salaries varying 
from £250 to £600. There is also an 
assistant examiner, with a salary rising 
from £250 to £550. I wish to ask 
what are the special functions of these 
examiners, and whether they are called 
examiners by way of giving them a 
different name, so that they may be 
nominated instead of being called upon to 
pass the examination which ordinary Civil 
Service clerks have to submit themselves 
to. I understand that the duties of these 
officers are almost the same as those of 
the ordinary clerk, and that the name of 
examiner is simply a title. I believe the 
Treasury has pressed on several occasions 
that these offiees should be thrown open 
to competition, instead of being filled up 
by patronage or nomination, and I should 
like an explanation why this has not been 
done, and why this injustice is inflicted 
upon those who have to pass the exami- 
nation. No doubt, in a Department of 
this kind, it may be desirable to have 
certain offices requiring superior know- 
ledge filied by nomination, but I would 
venture to suggest that there are already 
Mr. Carvell Williams. 
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far too many such offices thus filled 
with the result that men quite incompe. 
tent for the work are enabled to avoid 
the examination and creep into the 
service. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : Before this debate concludes 
I wish to add my appeal to that made 
by the hon. Member for Flint Burghs 
that something should be done in order 
to secure teachers against arbitrary 
dismissal. I am afraid there are a great 
many cases in which injustice has been 
done. I know the right hon. Gentleman 
takes the view that he cannot interfere 
except in certain specific cases. But 
surely if there is an abuse—if money 
voted by Parliament for definite purposes 
is used by the local authorities in such a 
way as to create an abuse, then the De- 
partment which has in charge the admini- 
stration of the Act has a right to inter- 
fere and to withhold the grant if it is 
used for improper purposes. I believe 
that Parliament would back up the right 
hon. Gentleman in any action he might 
take in that direction. It.is not merely 
a question of Voluntary ‘schools. I am 
told that some of the board schools are 
quite as bad as the Voluntary schools in 
this respect, and that there is a lot of 
petty oppression, arising sometimes from 
personal pique, and at other times from 
party or sectarian disputes. The only 
difficulty is in dealing with the manager, 
whose position is practically paramount 
and permanent, and who is not respon- 
sible to any local authority or to the 
people of the district. In his case there 
is no court of appeal, whereas in the case 
of a school board at the end of three 
years there is an appeal to the ratepayers 
of the district, and my experience is that 
when such an appeal is made the people 
usually back up the schoolmaster. I 
trust that, before this debate concludes, 
the right hon. Gentleman will be able to 
hold out a hope that something will be 
done in this direction, seeing that there 
appears to be a pretty unanimous opinion 
in the House in favour of administrative 
action. Then I should like to know 
whether any general directions have been 
gven with regard to the audit of the 
accounts of Voluntary schools. I believe 


that under the Act of 1897 there 
was provision made for some gene- 
ral supervision over this audit. One 


case which has been brought under 
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my notice is, I must say, rather extra- 
ordinary. I find that in a good many 
cases the managers of Voluntary schools 
ecbarge rent in respect of the buildings. 
Ido not think that ought to be, and 


{15 Jung 1900} 





under the general instructions to auditors 
the right hon. Gentleman might prevent 
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know what it is—ground rent or what 
not. It is too trivial a sum to amount to 
anything in the nature of a scandal, and 
I am sure the £12 10s. or the interest on 
the shares is not a material matter to the 
Duke of Devonshire, but it is a novel 
principle that £117 10s. voted by Parlia- 





a thing of that kind happening. What | ment for education goes to a private 
is done is this. A building is erected by | enterprise. In fact, we are voting money 
an educational trust, and the local|to pay dividends. This is a novel 
managers find that they should like some | principle which ought not to be tolerated, 
. . | ° 1 
money for the rebuilding of a church or | and I say that the right hon. Gentleman 
the payment of an organist, or something | ought to give general instructions as to 
of that sort, and they manipulate the | what is to be allowed and what is not to 
accounts in such a way as to be able to| be allowed in the auditing of these 
get £50, £100, or in some cases even accounts. It is perfectly competent to do 
£300, in name of rent. It is really so. The section is a vague one, and 
utilised for other purposes—that is to it is left to the right hon. Gentleman 
say, we are voting money here for educa- | himself. As far as I am able to see there 
tional purposes which is used with the | is no Return to show what has been done. 
connivance of the Education Department | I will ask one or two specific questions 
for totally alien purposes. Surely the | about this case. I think it is an impor- 
right hon. Gentleman could stop this. I | tant one so far as the principle is con- 
will give you a case in point. In this | cerned. I should like to know whether 
case I do ~ — eager owes with a | there “aie any Norges are 
money. In the town of Eastbourne the | towards this school at all. am to. 
school accommodation was not sufficient, | there are not. I should also like to 
and the Education Department interfered | know with regard to the management of 
and said, ‘“‘ You must increase the accom- | the school whether there is any kind of 
modation for the children there.” What | control. I am told it is managed simply 
was done? A company was got up—_ by the syndicate and board of directors 
everything is run on limited liability | under the Companies Acts. If that is so 
principles in these days, even sectarian | it is an extraordinary case, and a novel 
schools-—and one of the shareholders, I | case. 
believe, is a gentleman known to the | 
Vice-President of the Council. He isthe| *Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 
largest shareholder, having, I believe, 500 | In the case of the school at Eastbourne 
shares in this educational sectarian syndi- you have not only,a novel case, but 
cate. There are no voluntary subscrip- | something like a scandal. There must 
tions at all towards the maintenance of | be some element of a public nature about 
that school, but 7 that rent ischarged | the management and constitution of a 
amounting to £117 10s. Out of that | school to justify the payment of a 
£12 10s. is payable to his Grace the Duke | grant towards that school, but in 
of Devonshire in respect of something or | this case at Eastbourne a__prece- 
other ; I do not know what it is. This |dent has been created and permitted 
company pays a dividend. Surely this is | by the Board of Education in the estab- 
the introduction of a novel principle | lishment of a public elementary school 
into the educational policy of this country. | and a grant-receiving school by a limited 
Would the right hon. Gentleman say that | liability company. It has among its 
the Education Department would tolerate | shareholders the President of the Board 
athing of that sort in connection with | of Education. It is a dividend-ewning, 
the training colleges? Would he allow | and perhaps a dividend-paying company. 
Nonconformists to build a training college | I am not sure whether a dividend has 
and pay 3, 4, or 5 per cent. dividend on | been paid. I submit to the Government 
_s Z eg — by Leone 4 | a . a poe Ln ought = to 
e Duke of Devonshire gets 3 or 4 per | have been allowed to exist, and I ques- 
. 5 . . . 
cent. < excellent security—on the money | tion if it ever would have been allowed 
voted by Parliament. Surely 24 per} to exist but for the peculiar circum- 
‘ent. is enough for his Grace. Besides | stances of the case and the persons con- 
the interest he gets £12 10s. I do not | nected with it. I know that the Presi- 
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dent of the Board of Education is not 
personally interested. I doubt whether 
he knows very much about the matter 
himself. It may be all done by his 
agent in the locality, but I wish to press 
upon the notice of the Government that 
this kind of thing ought not to have 
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college students. It will take more than 
£10,000 as you multiply the students in 
these colleges. The colleges are petition- 
ing, and I believe the Universities of 
Oxford and Cambridge, directly or in- 
directly, have asked that this grant shall 
be made larger. I respectfully urge upon 





been allowed in connection with public | the Vice-President the propriety and 
elementary education. I hope, now that | almost the necessity of increasing the 
my hon. friend has drawn attention to the | grants to the day training colleges, so as. 
matter, this anomaly, not to say scandal, |to enable students who wish to go to 
will cease. There is one matter to which | these institutions to proceed thither. At 
I should like to refer further, because in | present it is easier and cheaper for a 
his second speech last night the Vice- | student to go to a residential college than 
President of the Council did not refer to | to a day training college. The right hon. 
it himself, although some discussion took | Gentleman expressed himself in favour 
place regarding it. It is the question of | of the day training colleges. A simple 
further facilities for the training of | and obvious method of adding to their 
teachers. The view of the Vice-President | usefulness is to grant £10,000 or £15,000 
himself is that there should be an exten- | for the purpose. I hope he will not sit 
sion of the opportunities affurded by the | down without referring to that point. 
training colleges, and in that view we all | 

concur. A day training college is not of| THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
that cloistered, seminaristic nature which | COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
attaches to the other training colleges. | CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
The students in a day training college | versity): I have already gone at con- 





are not wholly separated from other 
students. ‘They do not all belong to the 
same class. They intend to follow the 
same course of instruction, because in 
professional and technical matters they 
can specialise. They are in fact students 
of a university college. 


excellent day training colleges do 
exist in the university colleges of 
this country. There is one in my 


own district, and one of the most success- 
ful of all, in Nottingham. The number 
of students attending the day training 
colleges would be larger if the grant to 


the colleges were more liberal. For some | 
unable to 


reason which I have been 
understand a grant of £50 a year is made 
for a man, and £35 a year for a woman 
—that is to a residential college. The 
grant paid to a day training college is 
less. It is in respect of a man £35 and 
in respect of a woman £30. Part 
of that is paid towards the student’s 
maintenanze and board, and £10 goes 
to the college for paying fees and tuition 
expenses. There is a disparity of £15 in 


the case of a man and ot £5 in the case | 


of a woman. There were last year some- 
thing less than 1,000 students. There are 
this year something more than 1,000. I 
cannot get the exact figures, because the 
Blue-book is not detailed on this point. 
I estimate that it will take £10,000 
to raise the grant to the day training 


Mr. Yowall. 


A good many | 


i siderable length into the question of 
| training colleges, and I- have nothing to 
‘add. As to the grants to the residential 
'colleges and the day training colleges, I 
/expressed my own personal opinion that 
they ought to be equalised. 


| 


Sirk JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
| Northwich): The right hon. Gentleman 
| did not say in what way he thought they 
|should be equalised. I hope there will 
be no levelling in the way of bringing 
the higher contributions down to the 
| point of the lower ones. 


Mr. YOXALL: Will that be done? 


Sir J. GORST: I can assure hon. 
Members that their arguments and their 
views will be laid by me before the proper 
| authority—the Board of Education. The 
|practice is really quite unfair that is 
| growing up in this House of speaking to 
|me as though I were a member of the 
| Government, with absolute power to doas 


|I like. 
Sin JOHN BRUNNER: I hope the 


‘right hon. Gentleman will not say that I 
| Wish to treat him unfairly. I only wish 
'to know what his proposal will be on 
| behalf of the Board of Education. 


| Sm J. GORST: Several of these 
| Matters were discussed last night, and I 
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have said that in my opinion they 
deserve very careful consideration. How 
can I within such a very short time state 
what decision my noble friend has come 
to? It is perfectly unreasonable to ask 
it. The Treasury have to be consulted 
on the subject ; the financial consequences 


of any reform have to be considered ; | 


therefore it is quite impossible to come 


down to the House the very day after | 


the matter has been brought up and 
announce the decision of the Government. 
[have nothing to add to what I said 
yesterday, and I do not know that any 
advantage is obtained by raking up again 
this afternoon matters which were fully 
discussed yesterday. The same remark 
applies exactly to the question of the dis- 
missal of teachers. I stated yesterday 
what my personal opinions were, and that 
the questions raised would receive most 
careful consideration. I admitted there 


was a grievance, and I can say no more in | 


answer to the appeal of the hon. Member 
for West Nottingham. 


Mr. YOXALL: I made no appeal on 
that point. My appeal was with regard 
to the day training colieges. 


Sir J. GORST: I beg the hon. 
Member’s pardon; it was 
Member for Flint who raised the point. 
With regard to the question of a Welsh 
museum, I have often expressed the 
regret of the Department that it is im- 
possible to establish a central museum in 
Wales until we know what the capital of 
Walesis. That we have never been able to 
ascertain. But I think hon. Members who 


advocate this proposal are getting a little | 


out of date, because the whole trend of 
the policy of the Board of Education is to 
have one great central museum in the 
Victoria and Albert Museum at South 
Kensington, and from that museum to 
send collections—very important and 
valuable collections, which are from time 
to time exchanged—to various provincial 
museums. We have now nothing what- 
ever to do with Edinburgh or Dublin— 


they are quite separated from our Depart- | 


ment ; we have now only one central 


musexm for which we are responsible— | 


namely, the Victoria and Albert Museum. 
Ican only say that within recent years 
enormous progress has been made there, 
both in the number and in the character 
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{now no fewer than three collections of 
| extremely beautiful water-colours which 
| give examples of the whole history of 
| water-colour art in this country. These 
| 
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collections are continually being sent 
;about the country from place to place, 
'and I believe Wales has had its full share 
of those collections. There are other 
collections arranged from time to time in 
regard to which local authorities are con- 
sulted ; collections are sent which con- 
tain the objects the local authorities con- 
sider most useful to the educational re- 
quirements of the neighbourhood. I 
feel myself quite certain that it is by far 
the better policy for the diffusion of 
|interest in art to have a great central 
| museum such as we have in the Victoria 


}and Albert Museum—a museum 
|which has no rival in any part 
lof the world. That museum is 


of its kind quite unique, and it is extra- 
ordinary that, while the people of this 
/country perhaps scarcely understand its 
| value, foreigners from all parts of Europe 
| come to see it, and they all admit that 
| there is nothing of its kind to be found 
in any foreign country in the world. That 
| museum is not a museum appropriated to 
‘the people of London; it is a museum 
which forms the nucleus of a great 
number of collections which are con- 
tinually being sent about the country, by 
that means diffusing a knowledge of and 
|an acquaintance with art in a manner 
| which is perfectly extraordinary. That, 
I think, is a policy to which it is far 
better the finances of the country should 
be directed than the establishment of pro- 
vincial museums, which, if established at 
all, should be established by the people of 
| the locality. It is certainly much better 
that there should be this circulation from 
|a great central museum. The question of 
|the examiners has been raised, and I 
|have been asked why they are called 
| “examiners.” There is nothing more 
| difficult than to find out why certain 
| names are given to certain people. I do 
|not know why I am called “the Vice- 
| President,” nor do I krow why an 
| examiner is called “an examiner,” or a 
| clerk “a clerk.” But these offie als exer- 
cise most important functions in the 
| Board of Education. They are the 
| officials who receive and deal with the 
| enormous correspondence which is carried 


| on by the Board of Education with various 


of the collections which are sent to pro- | schools, inspectors, teachers, and so on 


vincial museums. For instance, there are|all over the kingdom. 
\ 


They are 











171 


divided into two classes, “Senior” and 

Junior,” because it is thought that after 
a man has served the country for a certain 
length of time he deserves promotion, and 
the two classes are made in order to mark 


Supply—Civil 


the advance of a man in the service of | 


the country. The examiners are most 
useful officials, without whom the work 
could not possibly be carried out. I am 


asked why they are not admitted by com- | 


petitive examination. That question has 
never arisen in my time. The hon. Mem- 
ber said that constant representations had 
been made by the Treasury to the Edu- 
cation Department that they ought to be 
selected by competitive examination. All 
I can say is that no such representations 
have ever been made in my day, and 
therefore I have not had occasion to con- 
sider the subject, and Iam not prepared 
off hand, without any notice, to say why 
it has been thought desirable in former 
years by succeeding Governments to have 
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| that is only a matter of past history, and 
| that at the present day, under existing 
arrangements at all events, no such im- 


| proper charges are made. 


| Str JOHN BRUNNER: I think the 
motive for charging those rents has 


| disappeared. 


| 


Sir J.GORST: Since the abolition of 
the 17s. 6d. limit there is no object in 
making that kind of fictitious charge. 
The hon. Member then asked me a 
very proper question with regard to 
the audit of school accounts. In 1897 it 
/was made compulsory on all schools. 
receiving the Aid Grant, and by an article 
'in the Code of the same year the Depart- 
ment made it compulsory on all Voluntary 
schools, that the accounts should be 
audited. Those accounts have to be 
audited by a banker or a professional 
accountant. 


these officers nominated instead of selected | 


by competitive examination as are the | 


officials in some Departments. If the hon. 


Member had given me notice of his in- | 


tention of asking this question I would 
have tried to put myself in a better 
position to answer. Itisa practice which 
has existed ever since the Board of Edu- 
cation was constituted, it has been ap- 
proved by successive Governments, 
and I have had too many things to 
think of since I have been at the 
Education Department to trouble my- 


self with considering questions which 
nobody else has raised. The hon. 


Member for Carnarvon is very much 
exercised as to the payment of rent for 
schools. A reasonable and 
amount of rent is an expenditure without 
which it is impossible that education can 
be carried on. You must have a build- 
ing, and if you do not possess one you 
must hire. Rent is constantly paid by 
school boards, voluntary associations, 
and managers of schools all over the 
country, and as long as the amount of 
rent is 
an entirely proper expenditure for the 
purposes of education. 


connected with the matter from time to 
time, and I am sorry to say that 
some of the worst offenders have been 
not Churchmen, but Nonconformists. 
Rent has been charged for chapels and 
so on which has been quite unreasonable 
and improper. 


Sir J. Gorst. 


proper | 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Who selects. 
the auditor ? 


Sir J. GORST : The auditor is selected 
by the school itself. That auditor has to 
be either a banker or a_ professional 
accountant, or, if they cannot obtain such 
an auditor, they may apply to the Educa- 
tion Department for permission to appoint 
someone else, and in a few cases persons 
such as agents, auctioneers, and people of 
that kind have been sanctioned. But the 
audit is now in every case a very real and 
proper audit. The hon. Member seems 
| to think that the Education Department 
might select the auditors. That would be 
an enormous task, and one which the 
Department could not possibly perform. 
It would be impossible all over the 


/country to pick out men to audit the 
/accounts of village schools, which are 


frequently extremely simple and_ short 


and really do not require so important a 
| person as a district or Local Government 
| Board auditor or any such public official. 
reasonable and moderate it is | 


I think I have now answered all the 
questions which have been asked 





It is quite true | 
there have been a good many scandals | 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: 
| Eastbourne ? 


What about 


Sir J. GORST: The hon. Member not 
| having given me any notice of his inten- 
| tion to ask questions about Eastbourne, I 
|have not provided myself with the 


I, think, however, that | information necessary to answer him. I 
1 
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cannot tell him whether or not there are | 
any voluntary subscriptions there, nor can 
[tell him what arrangements are made | 
for the management of the school. It is| 
quite true the building was constructed | 
by a limited liability company, which | 
receives from the school managers a 
reasonable and moderate rent for its use, | 
and that rent enables the shareholders of | 
the company to receive a very moderate 
dividend. That is really the way in 
which the school was built, when there 
was no other means by which it could be 
done. If the hon. Member will propose 
to build a training college in the same 
manner and on the same principles, I can 
assure him the Board of Education will 
welcome any such efforts, and that every 
assistance and encouragement shall be 
given to provide training colleges on 
similar terms. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: There is 
just one question I should like to ask the | 
right hon. Gentleman. In the higher 
grade schools about to be established I 
understand that a grant of about £6 per | 
head will be received from the Govern- 
ment. I would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman to bear in mind that we in 
Wales are doing the work of these higher 
grade schools. We rate ourselves, and 
while it is true that we receive a Treasury 
grant, that grant amounts to only £2 per 
head. I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will help us to carry out the admirable | 
suggestions made in his excellent speech 
yesterday with regard to the training of | 
teachers. We are doing our best in the 
different counties of Wales to induce | 
managers of schools, both Board and | 
Voluntary, to send their pupil teachers to | 
thesecondary schools. The difficulty in | 
the way is, of course, financial, and I | 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
promise that, as we are doing this work | 
—work of which I know he thoroughly 
approves—and as we receive only one-third | 
as much with respect of each scholar as | 
will be received in England, our case in | 





regard to help for pupil teachers should | 
be sympathetically considered by him. [| 
will say only one word with regard to the | 
musuem question. Our claim for this 
museum and art gallery stands entirely 
apart from the educational museum to 
which he has referred, and his remarks do | 
not apply to that. 


*Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I was very pleased to hear 
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what the Vice-President of the Council 
said in regard to the circulation of art 
objects. Very great progress has been 
made at the museum within the past 
fifteen or eighteen months, and I hope 
the Vice-President will continue to urge 


'forward that system as much as _ he 


possibly can. At the same time I hope 
he will not carry that system too far, and 
that he will not carry out the principle of 
decentralisation as much as he indicated 
inhis speech. He said that the Victoria 
and Albert Museum was not appropriated 
for the purposes of London alone, but 
that it is a national and nota metro- 
politan museum. We must remember 
that we are spending an enormous sum 


'of money upon this building, and we are 


not erecting this enormous building 


merely as a depot or warehouse 
for objects exclusively for the pro- 
vinces. I think a great deal has 
been done latterly to improve the 


whole condition of things, and there is 
really only one point with regard to the 
organisation of that Department to which 
I wish to draw the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman, and that is the absolute 
necessity of having trained and expert 
officials among the staff upon whom the 
duty of buying objects of art devolves. 
There have been famous scandals in the 
past about what they have done. They 
have made extraordinary purchases under 
extraordinary misapprehensions, and 
sgme of the purchases are mentioned in 
the famous Minute which is a masterpiece 
of bluff and casuistry quite worthy 
of the traditions of its illustrious 
author. There was some doubt as to 
whether one object was a Tudor piece of 
work or a piece of work made in Ceylon 
in the last century. If the right hon. 
Gentleman will use his influence to secure 
a better training for those who have to 
buy these objects for the museum such 
ludicrous mistakes as those which have 
been made in the past will be impossible 
in the future. At the present time an 
effort is being made to limit the employ- 
ment of officials at this museum to one 
particular department. At present the 
right hon. Gentleman cannot guarantee 


that when a man is_ placed in 
one department he shall stay 
there. The result is that this man 


is master of no subject, and as a rule, I 
am afraid, he is inefficient in most sub- 
jects. That is not the fault of the 


official, if he is constantly moved from 
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one department to another. If the right | 
hon. Gentleman would have separate and 
distinct departments governed under 
regular rules and not under the capricious 
system by which the museum is divided 
into departments, he would secure a far | 
more highly efficient staff than under pre- | 
sent conditions it is possible for him to | 
expect. We are going to build this great 
museum, and judging from the plans, it | 
will be one of the finest in the world. | 
Here is a splendid opportunity to make | 
this museum a model of classification. | 
The museum at Dublin, which, up to a 
short time ago, was under the Science | 
and Art Department, is one of the best 
classified museums in Europe, and there | 
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subscribers would get 3 per cent. interest, 

| Will the right hon. Gentleman give us a 
| specific undertaking to that effect, for as 
| business men we want to know this. It 
is all very well to answer in this vague 
way and say that we ought to subscribe 
|the money. We will underwrite it if he 
likes without any charge, if we have a 
| distinct understanding from the right 
hon. Gentleman that we shall get 3 per 
| cent. interest on a good repairing lease 
for fifty years, The right hon. Gentle- 
| man can appoint his own auditor. What 
| we require is an understanding that the 
Government will take our buildings over 
on a repairing lease, giving us a clear 
3 per cent. interest. 


is no reason why this Victoria and Albert | 


Museum should not be as good as the 
Dublin Museum. In conclusion there is | 
one question which I should like to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman, and that is, if he 
can say when the Report of the Depart- 
mental Committee, which has now finished 
its investigations, is likely to be issued to 
the public. The Report is of the most 


vital interest to all who lave studied the | 


question of museums, and I hope the 
publication of this document will not be 
much longer delayed. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I wish to allude to the appointment of 
auditors. In many cases the schools are 
entirely in the hands of the local clergy- 
mai. 
and the clergyman is left to select his own 
auditor. This is public money, and there 
ought to be a public auditor. The right 
hon. Gentleman told us that if we would 
start a limited liability company to build 
a training school the Government would 


accept it, and take on lease the buildings | 


we erect. My hon. friend beside me 
cited a case—which the Vice-President of 
the Council approved of—at Eastbourne, 
where the dividend was paid out of the 
public grant to a public company. I 
want to know what is the agreement 
which the right hon. Gentleman suggests. 
Is he prepared, if my hon. friends and 
myself subscribe 
others to do so, for 
give us a_ repairing 
3 per cent. 
good interest from the 
and I am perfectly certain we 
find the capital. These institutions would 
be built, and the Government would 
get the benefit of. these colleges, and the 


Lord Balearres 


these buildings, to 


Government, 


Here is public money being spent, 


| The 


the capital, or induce | 


lease and pay | 
interest? That is very | 


should | 


| *Smr JOHN BRUNNER: I should like 
| to ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
‘the power of the Board of Education to 
|make proposals regulating the grant to 
|elementary schools is limited to the 
annual occasion of the presentation of 
|the Code. I understand that it is not 
| presented to the House under any statute, 
but by Her Majesty’s command. It 
| appears to me, therefore, that there is no 
"necessity whatever for the Board of 
| Education to wait till next year to make 
a proposal to Parliament with regard 
to the dismissal of teachers. I would 
appeal to the right hon. Gentleman to 
consider whether such a proposal could 
|not be made immediately without wait- 
ing until next year. There is also 
another point which I wish to raise. I 
take it that whenever managers of a 
Board school or a denominational school 
give to the Department a reason for the 
dismissal of a teacher that reason would 
invariably be communicated to the 
teacher accused. 


Sir J. GORST: The Board of Educa- 
tion can make a distribution of the 
Parliamentary grant whenever it likes. 
Minute will be laid on _ the 
Table of the House as soon as it is made. 
If any financial question is concerned the 
Board of Education have to obtain the 
sanction of the Treasury, 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman answer my question 
about the dismissal of teachers ? 


Sir J. GORST: I do not wish to 
pledge myself upon this question, but I 
may say that the question of giving a 
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dismissed teacher in all cases the reasons 
for dismissal is being considered by the 
Lord President of the Council. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER: I might be 
permitted to point out that if the reasons 
were given it would only be in accord- 
ance with precedent. 
time, in the case of the medical officer or 
a relieving officer being dismissed, the 


reason for his dismissal is always com- | 


municated by the Department to the 
official concerned, and I hope this practice 
will be followed 
teachers. 


*Mr. MORRELL (Oxfordshire, Wood- 
stock) desired to obtain from the right 
hon. Member the Vice-President of the 
Council an expression of opinion on the 
matter of specialised training colleges. 
He was himself satisfied that the reason 
for there being some difficulty in obtain- 
ing suitable teaching staff for the several 
kinds of elementary schools in town and 
country, was that these colleges were 
all run on similar lines as regarded 
curriculum. The requirements of teachers 
in regard to the subject matter with 
which they should be familiar varied in 
accordance with the position they sought 
in town and country. The curriculum 
should vary to meet this ; just as high a 
training being required for the one 
position as the other, only in a different 
direction. It might be the best policy to 
sever that part of the present college 
course which bore upon secondary educa- 
tion from that which was directed to the 
training of the teacher as such; even to the 
extent of requiring a would be teacher to 
deal with secondary work elsewhere, and 
prior to his coming to college. At the 
present time only one-third of the 
student’s time in college is given to the 


study of methods of teaching and experi- | 


mental teaching under professors of the 
art, though it is for this alone these 
colleges nominally exist. 
of the training of the teacher in teaching, 
and less of the secondary school work in 
the college. If, however, secondary school 


work is to be carried on in the college, | 


it was obvious some colleges must be 
found to take up the subjects required 
by the rural teacher. He was led to make 
these few remarks at a late hour in the 


discussion because he had just received a | 


communication from which it appeared 
that a training college with such a 
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curriculum specialised for rural teachers 
/might be started in 1902, provided the 
| Board of Education would recognise the 
| experiment. 


At the present | 


in the case of the | 
| proceed to charge a rent for them. It 


We want more | 
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He would ask, what were 
the possibilities of such recognition ? 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: I wish 
to refer to only one point, namely, the 
payment out of public funds of the rent 
of Voluntary schools. It involves this 
anomaly. At present the proprietors of 
Voluntary schools claim the right of 
management on the ground that they 
have erected the buildings, and they then 


seems to me, if rent is paid out of public 
money for these buildings that they are 
no longer strictly private property, and 
that the right of management becomes 
at least disputable. 


Sir J. GORST: With reference to 
the remarks of my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for the Woodstock Division, I have 
already expressed myself as favourable to 
the idea of special training for rural 
teachers, and if any training college 
makes a proposal to the Board of Educa- 
tion to have a special curriculum for 
rural teachers, I am quite certain the 
question will be considered. 


Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): I did not understand the Vice- 
President to make any reply to the 
representations of my hon. friend the 
Member for the Kirkdale Division of 
Liverpool with reference to the loss which 
will be inflicted on certain schools in 
Liverpool by the Block Grant. . I should 
like to ask whether any consideration is 
to be given to these schools, and whether 
the Vice-President will consider the local 
situation which has arisen. 


Sm J. GORST : I cannot hold out any 
prospect of the scheme being now altered, 
but the case of the Liverpool schools 
shall be very carefully watched. On a 
former occasion I pointed out that the 
School Board of Liverpool could very 
easily make good any loss sustained, by a 
very small fractional rate. With regard 
to the Voluntary schools in Liverpool, no 
doubt the new block Grant will be a great 
gain to Voluntary schools generally, and 


‘the number of schools now receiving sub- 


sidies from the Special Aid Grant will also 


' be very much benefited, and they might 
very well spare a part of their gain to 
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make good the loss from which a few 
schools will suffer. I have now the 
figures relating to the Eastbourne school. 
The rent is £76, and the voluntary con- 
tributions for maintenance £290. 


Vote agreed to. 


2. £86,280, to complete the sum for 
British Museum. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.), who stood at.the Table, said: I pre- 
sume there is no objection to my enjoying 
the luxury once in a way of speaking 
from this position, especially as the legiti- 
mate Opposition appear to be taking a 
holiday. I desire toask the Secretary to 
the Treasury if he would be good enough 
to explain to the Committee, and especi- 
ally to the Irish Members, the position 
which the question of the Irish gold 
ornaments now in the British Museum 
occupies. I do not think there is any 
necessity to go into the history of the 
circumstances connected with these orna- 
ments, but I may say, for the benefit of 
hon. Members not acquainted with the 
question, that some years ago a very 
valuable discovery was made in the 


north of Ireland of certain antique 
Irish gold ornaments of great 
value in themselves and of much 


greater value because of their historic 
interest. These ornaments were dis- 
covered by quite a poor man, and he sold 
them, as I understand, to a Mr. Day, 
who re-sold them to the trustees of the 
British Museum for a sum of £600 or 
thereabouts. The noble Lord the 
Member for Chorley Division of Lanca- 
shire stated quite truly that there is in 
Dublin a museum which, in some respects, 


is one of the best in the world, and | 


especially with regard to ancient Irish 
objects the museum is most perfect. It 
is felt not only by the authorities of the 
museum in Dublin, but by all classes of 
the Irish public, that the proper place 
for these ornaments would be in that 
museum, for several reasons. In the first 
place, these ornaments are of great 
interest to the people of Ireland, who 
will have no opportunity of seeing them 
if they are to remain in the British 
Museum, and, in the second place, the 
museum in Dublin contains the most per- 
fect collection of Irish ornaments in the 
world, and therefore weconsider it would be 
most suitable if the latest find were also 


Sir J. Gor:t. 


{COMMONS} 
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deposited there. When this question 
was brought before the House of Com- 
mons by me some years ago it was re- 
ceived with the utmost sympathy by hon. 
Members of all parties, and the First 
Lord of the Treasury expressed the 
greatest sympathy with the desire of the 
Irish Members to have these ornaments 
deposited in the Dublin Museum. Other 
members of the Government, the Mem- 
bers for Trinity College, or, at any rate, 
one of them, and various representatives 
from Ireland, also expressed a similar 
view. Then we were told that the British 
Museum had no power to part with any- 
thing it possessed. I introduced a small 
Bill for the simple purpose of giving the 
trustees of the British Museum power to 
transfer these ornaments to the museum 
in Dublin, but, directly there was 
a prospect of the Bill getting 
through, the trustees changed their 
ground and made it perfectly clear that 
they did not intend to part with these 
ornaments, notwithstanding the strong 
feeling expressed in the House of Com- 
mons that they ought to be deposited in 
the Dublin Museum. Then the Govern- 
ment appointed a small Committee to 
inquire into all the circumstances of the 
lcase. I was not a member of that Com- 
mittee, but my hon. friend the Member 
for West Kerry was, and the result of 
| that inquiry was that, if at all possible, 
these ornaments should be restored to 
| Ireland, and the Committee laid down the 
principle that similar finds should, as far 
as possible, be deposited in the Dublin 
| Museum. How does the case stand now ? 
I am informed that the Law Officers both 
|of Ireland and England have expressed 
| the opinion that the British Museum has 
/no right to the custody of these orna- 
ments, for the simple reason that they are 
really inthe nature of treasure trove, 
that there was no right to sell 
them, and that the whole transaction 
was illegal and unwarrantable. That 
is the position at the present time. 
These ornaments, having been found in 
Ireland, naturally belong to the Dublin 
Museum. The First Lord of the Treasury 
is in favour of having them restored ; the 
Committee appointed by the Government 
have practically reported in favour of 
their restoration ; and the Law Officers of 
both Ireland and England have given the 
opinion that the trustees of the British 
Museum have no right to them and that 
they were illegally acquired. In face of 
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all these circumstances, I ask, is it not un- 
reasonable and unwarrantable that the 
trustees of the British Museum should 
set themselves up against the Report of the 
Committee, against the opinion of the 
First Lord of the Treasury and _ the 
Law Officers for both Ireland and England, 
and the universal sentiment expressed in 
this House? The Secretary to the Trea- 
sury will correct me if I have misstated 
the case, but I do not think I have. 
one had a right to sell these ornaments ; 
they are illegally in the possession 
of the British Museum, and what action 
is to be taken? I am _ told 
that the British Museum authorities 
take up the position that they do not care 
a snap about the opinion of the Law 
Officers of the Crown, and I ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, if the facts be 
as I have stated them, what action does 
the Government propose in order to 
enforce the opinion of its own Law Officers. 
If it be necessary to introduce a Bill to 
restore these ornaments to Ireland and 
the Dublin Museum, will the Government 
introduce such a Bill, or support a Bill 
if I or any other Irish Member intro- 
duce it? Andif they will not proeeed by 
way of legislation in this House, I ask the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury, who, as I have stated, is in 
sympathy with the Irish Members in 
regard to this question—— [Mr. A. J. 


BALFOUR at this point entered the 
House.| I am rather sorry that the 
right hon. Gentleman was not here 


during the brief statement I have made; 
but it is unnecessary for me to do 
more than to remind him that the Com- 
mittee which he appointed reported 
practically in favour of the restoration of 
the ornaments to Ireland. It is un- 
necessary for me to mention that the 
Law Officers of the Crown reported that 
these ornaments were treasure trove, and 
that no one had any right to sell them to 
the British Museum. I was just asking 
what steps the Government intend to take 


to enforce the opinion of their own Law | 


Officers and restore these illegally obtained 
ornaments to Ireland and the Dublin 
Museum. 


they are not satisfied with the mere 


opinion of the Law Officers of the Crown, | 


but want the case to be decided by a 
court of law. 


obtaining the opinion of a court of law, | 
and what action are we to take to enforce | 





{15 JUNE 1900} 
| the opinion of the Law Officers of the 


No) 


I understand that the authori- | 
ties of the British Museum have said that | 


What means have we of | 
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right hon. Gentleman’s own Government, 
and to secure that these ornaments, which 


| have been taken in an illegal manner by 
' the British Museum, should be restored 


to Ireland and placed in the Dublin 
Museum? Some people may say that. 
this is a small matter, but the Irish 
Members of every shade of opinion 
most earnestly desire to have these orna- 
ments, so as to complete the very fine 
collection of Irish antiquities in Dublin. 
Certainly the First Lord of the Treasury 


| cannot accuse us of any want of patience 


in this matter, and I confidently appeal 
to him now to give us some hope that the 
opinion of the Law Officers of the Crown 
will be enforced, and that these orna- 
ments, after their long and adventurous. 
career in this country and in Ireland, 
from the time that they were found, may 
be at length deposited in the museum at 
Dublin, where all such similar ornaments. 
are now held in national trust and placed 
on view. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis) : I wish to add my congratulations. 
to the hon. Gentleman on his accession 
to the position at that box, which has 
been deserted by the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition. I think his appearance at the box 
does him credit, and he bemeans himself 
with that dignity which we find on all 
front benches. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: You 


may be there yourself some day. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: That’s as 
may be. I would ask the hon. Gentle- 


man to be content with something like a 
compromise. There isa Vote of £600 for 
autotype copies. Cannot the hon. Mem- 
ber do with an autotype copy ? 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: No,no! 
From the very outset of the controversy 
the authorities of the British Museum 
offered to give us facsimile imitations of 
these ornaments, but such an idea was. 
scoffed at. We say, “ Let the originals 
be deposited in the Dublin Museum ; the 
facsimiles will do very well for the 
British Museum.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : The original 
claim seems to be a very good one. ‘This 
Vote is levied from the United Kingdom, 
and when ornaments, works of art, or 
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whatever they may be, are purchased, { 
they ought to be placed in the most | 
appropriate part of the United Kingdom, | 
and the appropriate part in this case | 
is Dublin. As to the question of law, it | 
is said that the British Museum cannot | 
part with these things without an Act of | 
Parliament. I believe the same is said | 
about old newspapers. I am informed | 
that in a few years time no human being | 
will be able to move about in the British 
Museum for these old newspapers, and 
the trustees have been compelled to intro- 
duce a Bill into Parliament to enable 
them to burn the old copies of Z'uth. | 
There is a difficulty, but it may be got 
over. The British Museum can surely 
part with these gems on payment. [An_ 
Hon. Memper: No, no!] Is it pre- 
tended that the British Museum cannot 
sell anything? There is, however, another 
ray out of the difficulty ; it might buy 
the gems from itself. It has a grant of 
£5,800 ; and no questions would be asked 
if it paid out of that grant £600 for the 
gems, buying them from itself. Having 
recouped itself for what they had paid 
for the gems, let the British Museum 
present them to Dublin. I think it is 
a mean thing that we should hold 
on by these Irish gems, the proper 
place for which is undoubtedly Dublin. 
If it be true that the sale 
of the gems to the British Museum is 
illegal, being treasure trove, the British 
Museum is in the position of being a 
receiver of stolen goods ; and that is not 
a position in which the trustees of that 
great national institution should stand. 
I cannot believe that any legal difficulty | 
exists, and therefore I do trust that Her 
Majesty’s Government will be able to 
find some means of restoring these gems | 
to Ireland, to which they properly belong. | 

THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.) : It seems convenient for me to deal 
with this question without delay. The 
hon. Gentleman who opened this dis- | 
cussion stated, with perfect truth, that 
there is a very strong feeling in Ireland 
upon this subject which is not confined 
to one section or one class of the popula- 
tion. The hon. Gentleman was also 
perfectly accurate in saying that the 
matter has now hung on from month to 
month and from year to year, and is not | 
even at this late hour finally settled. 
Some hon. Gentlemen seem to be under | 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


| 


{COMMONS} 


| justify it. 
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the impression that the obstacle in the 
way of the British Museum restoring 
these gold ornaments to Ireland or to 
Dublin is a legal disability under which 
the museum finds itself of getting rid of 
any property which it has acquired. 
That legal disability is complete as re- 
gards anything which has lawfully come 
into the possession of the museum, and 
it would require nothing less than an 
Act of Parliament to compel the British 
Museum to give up anything of which it 
was the lawful possessor, however strong 
the reason of policy or justice might be 
which might induce such giving up or 


‘such destruction, as in the case of the 


newspapers to which my hon. friend the 
Member for King’s Lynn referred. But, 
as I understand, that legal disability does 
not arise in this case. The Law Officers 
both of England and Ireland have had the 
case submitted to them and have come to 
the conclusion that these ornaments were 
treasure trove and belonged to the Crown, 
and that the person who found the orna- 
ments, not being the legal possessor of 
them, had therefore no right to transfer 
them to the British Museum for pay- 
ment, to sell them in fact, and conse- 
quently the museum is not now the 
legal owner of then. There is clearly no 
ditliculty in the way of the museum 
restoring property which is not its own to 
those to whom it belongs. But the 
museum, as I understand the matter, is 
not prepared to accept the verdict of the 
Law Officers of either England or Ireland. 
I do not know what has induced the 
trustees to throw doubt upon such high 
legal authorities. I do not criticise their 
action, and certainly I do not mean to 
It is not my province to adopt 
the réle either of critic or defender of the 
trustees, but I am disposed to think that 
as they constantly appeal to the Law 
Officers for advice in legal matters, they 
might trust their decision in this case, 
even though it is not agreeable to them. 
If there is no other way of settling the 
matter, I presume an appeal will have to 
bemadeto the courts of law, but that would 
be a course which I would greatly regret. 
The hon. Gentleman opposite asked, if the 
trustees of the British Museum maintain 
the attitule they have taken, what 
facilities he or his friends had for bring- 
ing an action. I do not think it ought to 
be left to private individuals to do that. 
I think that the Government must take 
on themselves the responsibility of asking 
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a court of law to give a decision on the 
point, provided there be no other means 
of coming to a satisfactory conclusion of 
the matter. It is quite evident that we 
cannot acquiesce in the continuance of 
the present state of things. The Law 
Officers have informed the Government 


{15 June 1900} 
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from treasure trove—and that was 
whether local interests were to take pre. 
cedence of national interests in these 
matters. In his opinion, in the British 
Museum everything British should be 
represented, and the Royal Irish Academy 
which had displayed the most extra- 





that the trustees of the British Museum | ordinary apathy in this matter, might at 
are in the wrong, and I express the | least compromise with the British Museum 
earnest hope that they will see their | to the extent of leaving them one or more. 





way to retire from a position which I be- 
lieve is wholly untenable, without arous- 
ing that friction and unpleasantness 
which cannot be disassociated from even 
a friendly action taken in the law courts. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg | 


to express the gratitude which I and the 
other Irish Members feel at the attitude 
which the right hon. Gentleman the First | 
Lord of the Treasury has taken in this 
matter. The reply which he has given 
will be received with great satisfaction 
throughout Ireland. 


Lorp BALCARRES said he only 
wished to point out that the Royal Irish | 
Academy had shown great supineness in 
this matter. They knew for months that 
these articles had been found, and that 
they had been publicly exhibited in 
London, but they never moved. They 
were a public body receiving large sums 
from the British Treasury, and it was 
their duty to watch over treasure trove. 
They had a perfect legal remedy in their 
hands, and a right to take action against 
the finder. He was opposed to the 
transfer of these things which the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn called gems, 
although they were gold collars, ete., as | 
the trustees of the British Museum were 


backed by the opinion of the Lord | 


Chancellor, and did not accept that of the 
Law Officers of the Crown. Hon. Mem- 


bers opposite had a magnificent museum | 


in Dublin. It was a case for generosity on 


the part of Ireland more than on the part | 


of England. These articles were of far 
greater value to science and art in London 
than in Dublin. There was only one 
single object in this find of which speci- 
mens of three and four times the value 


did not exist in Dublin. As the specimens | 


were treasure trove, no doubt they would | 
be taken out of the British Museum and | 
transferred to Dublin, and many people 


would greatly regret the transfer. But | 
there was another question which arose | 
—a question of principle quite apart | 


| specimens. 
| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 


|did not desire to go further into the 
matter, although the noble Lord opposite 
| had made some rather curious remarks. 
“The noble Lord was closely connected 
| With one of the trustees of the British 
| Museum, and the Committee had listened 
to a speech delivered ostensibly by the 
noble Lord, but really by the trustee. 
Was there really anything in this conten- 
non that, because the collection of antique 
aments existing in Dublin was 
ia ria one, it should not ‘be strengthened 
| by the latest finds? One complete col- 
lection in Dublin would be much better 
| than partial collections in different places. 
Supposing there was a great find of 
antique objects of extraordinary interest 
to this country and they were transferred 
to the Dublin Museum, what would be 
the result ? The idea was preposterous. 
As regarded the charge of apathy brought 
‘against the Royal Irish Academy, it 
never occurred to them that these orna- 
ments would be sold to the British 
Museum, or, if they were, that the trustees. 
would refuse to restore to Ireland objects 
discovered in Ireland, and naturally of 
most interest to the Irish people. He 
thought it would only be a graceful act 
| to restore them. 








| Mr. STANLEY LEIGHTON (Shrop- 
| shire, Oswestry) asked where this system 
of restitution was to end. Was the 
British Museum to be pledged to restore 
the objects we had got from Athens to 
Athens, and those which we had got from 
Egypt to Egypt? For the sake of alk 
who were interested in archeology, these 
antiquities ought to be in the British 
Museum. He hoped that if it ever came 
to a question in the House of Commons, 
an opportunity would be given of showing 
by vote whether Members believed that 
the British Museum ought to be forced to 
give up what was now in its possession— 
and of infinite value to the public in its 
possession—and hand it over to Ireland. 


. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It does not | a fair collection remain in England. He 
belong to them. did not think it would be fair to allow the 


whole of these ornaments to be sent to 
Mr. STANLEY LEIGHTON said the | Dublin. 
collection was in the British Museum. If | 
—as was contended—it belonged to the; *Mr. LECKY (Dublin University) said 
Crown, the Crown ought to give it to the | he believed there was no subject on which 
British Museum. | Irish archeological opinion had felt more 
| strongly than this. The Academy in 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said _ the} Dublin was a great centre to which from 
question had been so narrowed down that | all over the world people went to study 
it became a mere question of whether the | Irish antiquities. It was evident that 
British Museum was in possession of pro- | there had been some neglect in Ireland, 
perty which had been stolen or not. If) otherwise the objects in question would 
the Lord Chancellor accepted the opinion | never have gone to the British Museum, but 
of the Law Officers of the Crown and | seeing that the Law Officers of the Crown 
decided that this property belonged to | thought that the British Museum had no 
the Crown, he thought the Crown would | right to keep them and that the feeling 
be showing an ungenerous spirit not to|in Ireland was against it, he most sin- 
give it back to Ireland. But inasmuch as | cerely hoped that the British Museum 
a legal decision in the matter must be | would take the advice of the First Lord 
arrived at by the Lord Chancellor and the | of the Treasury and give them up. 
Law Officers of the Crown before anything ‘4 
could be done, the Committee could do| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Now may I 
nothing more in the matter at present. | bring to the attention of the Committee 
another item. It is a question of ac- 
Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) was of | count. I find in this Vote an item of 
opinion that the ornaments in question | £5,800, a grant-in-aid. J do not quarrel 
were either treasure trove or property | with the amount of the grant or the 
which had been properly acquired by the | application of it, and I do not think, 
British Museum. If they had been | having regard to the importance of it, 
properly acquired then the British that it is excessive. But I think the 
Museum had aright to keep them. If} expenditure of the £5,800 should be left 
they were treasure trove they could dis- | to the British Museum, and no surrender 
pose of them or not as they thought fit. | should be made of any balance which is 
It was ungenerous to a degree to suggest | left, because if the British Museum were 
that these ornaments should be trans-| allowed to retain it they might be able 
ferred to Dublin Museum, which already | to purchase objects of art which they 
had a unique collection. He protested | could not ‘otherwise hope to obtain. 
against the notion that because these were | Neither do I comprehend the necessity 
Irish works of art they should be all kept |of the grant being audited by 
in Dublin. If Dublin had no specimens, | the Comptroller and Auditor General. 
or the specimens which they possessed | I say you have no right to audit these 
were poor, by all means let them have the | accounts. No one is a greater scrupler 
best ; but the Dublin collection was a/ than I am for auditing, but it is ridicu- 
better collection than all these things put | lous to have these accounts audited by 
together, and it seemed to him that we|the Comptroller and Auditor General. 
certainly ought to have a collection like | Nevertheless if the Committee will look 
this in London. It was to him a most|at the bottom of page 368 they will 
extraordinary thing for the First Lord of | see that the expenditure out of the 
the Treasury to make the offer which he | grant-in-aid is subject to the audit of 
had made. If these ornaments were the | the Comptroller and Auditor General, 
property of the Crown, the proper thing | but there is to be no surrendering of the 
to say would be that a fair selection of |money. If youare not going to surrender 
them should be deposited in London. If | anything what is the use of the audit 4 I 
once the suggestion of distributing these | should like an answer to that question. It 
things among the places from which they | is absurd when you vote a large sum to 
came were acted upon, the, British Museum | the British Museum that it should be an 
would cease to exist. By all means let | out-and-out grant, and that there should 
Treland have the best collection, but let also | be no power to compel any redistribution 
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of the money, nor any return to the 
Treasury if nothing has been done of the 
unexpended balances. In that case why 
should you go on having the accounts 
audited by the Comptroller and Auditor 
General ? 


THE SECRETARY To THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Hanbury, Preston): What 
really happens in regard to this Vote is 
this. Up to 1896 if the money was not 
expended the balance had to be returned 
to the Treasury. The result was not to 
induce the trustees of the British 
Museum to save a large sum, but to 
fritter away the money on things that 
might turn out to be not of sufficient 
value or importance. That being so, 


{15 June 1900} 
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independent officer of this House, and he 
is a person whose interference is wholly 
unnecessary after you have settled the 
principle of giving an out-and-out grant 
either to the British Museum or the 
National Portrait Gallery. 


*Sir F. 8. POWELL (Wigan): Will 
you allow me to say that when we had 
the inquiry about the South Kensington 
Museum, exactly the same question 
arose? We carefully investigated the 
whole subject, and came to the conclusion 
that the regulations which have been made 
in regard to the grant are thoroughly 
sound and wise. Under the new system 
we are not compelled to spend the whole 
of the money in the same year. At the 
same time, I think Parliament ought to 











the system was altered, and now they 
receive grants in-aid, but they are not 
required to return any of the unexpended | 
money. ‘The balance which has not been | 
used can be devoted to the purpose in | 
succeeding years. That being so, the 
Comptroller and Auditor General is called | 
in because his audit enables Parliament | 
to retain some control over the expendi- 
ture, and, in fact, to see how the money | 
has been spent. It is simply by acting | 
in that way that the Publie Accounts | 
Committee of the House of Commons has | 
some check upon the expenditure. | 
| 


Lord EDMOND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): This point has 
arisen with regard to the National 
Portrait Gallery, of which I am a trustee. | 
Previous to 1896 the object of the British | 
Museum and the National Portrait | 
Gallery was to try to use the money | 
voted each year as wisely as they could. | 
The system was altered in that year | 
with excellent results. The matter was 
gone into by the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer, and it was recognised to be | 
absolutely necessary that the Treasury | 
should have some knowledge of what the 
balances were when carried forward. It | 


| 





exercise some control of a general 
character in the way of supervising the 
expenditure. That provision is made by 
means of the audit, and I believe it is 
carried out in a wise and sound manner. 


Vote agreed to. 


3. £8,374, to complete the sum for 
National Gallery. 


4, £2,520, to complete the sum for 
National Portrait Gallery. 


5. £4,967, to complete the sum for 
Wallace Collection. 


6. £35,724, to complete the sum for 
Scientific Investigation, ete. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I wish to 
call attention to the grant-in-aid of 
£1,000 to the Marine Biological Associa- 
tion. I do not complain of this grant ; on 
the contrary, what I desire to advocate is 
that the grant to this association, which, 
to put it in a popular form, is an associa- 
tion for the study of the habits of sea fish, 
should be very largely increased with the 
view to the better study of sea-fish life. 





is rather astonishing to hear my hon. |The ignorance of sea-fish life in this 
friend objecting to the Comptroller and | country is almost incredible, and hence 
Auditor General being brought in. | we have presumptuous Presidents of the 
| Board of Trade introducing nefarious 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The noble | Bills to regulate the size of fish that are 
Lord has entirely misapprehended my | to be sold. Nobody can tell why fish are 
position. I am an advocate of giving a| here one year and away the next. We 
lump sum. I approve of that. The ought to do in this country what the 
noble Lord says the Treasury knows | United States have done, and erect a 
what is being done. I do not care two-| permanent institution for the study of 
pence what the Treasury knows. The | the habits of sea-fish life. That is done 
Comptroller and Auditor General is an|to a very large extent in the United 
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States. Tens of thousands of pounds | 
are spent every year, and the result 
has been the accumulation of a 
large amount of useful knowledge. 
We can do little with this miserable 
contribution of £1,000 to a semi-private 
association. They have an establishment 
at Plymouth. They keep a kind of show 
or aquarium to which the public are ad- 
mitted, and they prosecute to a very 
small extent, but | believe with great 
energy and ability, the investigation of 
the habits of fish. It is in consequence of 
the ignorance prevailing in this country 
on the subject that you have to measure 
and say the size of fish that may be 
sold. It is absurd to say that we know 
enough of the sole, or any other fish, 
to indicate the number of inches they 
ought to be before being sold. I have 
been a sufferer from the ignorance of 
Presidents of the Board of Trade in con- 
nection with a measure which I have 
hitherto successfully resisted. The right 
hon. Gentleman may be able to pass it 
over my head this year. I feel that some 
stand ought to be made against the dark 
ignorance that prevails on this subject, 
especially upon the Treasury Bench. There 
is only one way of becoming acquainted 
with the habits of sea fish, and that is by 
studying them. This is a good be- 
ginning. ‘This society is a good society. 
They have published some very re- 
markable pamphlets, characterised by 
so ripe judgment that I _ have 
been able to quote their remarks against 
the Undersized Fish Bill. If that is so, 
do not be content with giving them a 
beggarly £1,000. In this marine fish 
inquiry launch out with a generous hand, 
so that a larger number of scientific men 
may engage in the investigation of the 
habits of sea fish. Have a certain number 
of vessels engaged in trawling in the sea | 
in pursuit of knowledge of that kind, 
and then you will be in a_ position, 
which I hold you are not in now, to 
propose legislation which will be useful 
to fishermen and to the community 
generally. I wish to ask whether the 
Treasury intend to proceed on this 
entirely inadequate system of making a | 
very small contribution to a small semi- 
private socjety of £1,000 a year, or 
whether they are prepared to consider | 
the extremely important nature of the 
problems involved in the acquisition of a | 
knowledge of fish, and also whether they | 
are prepared to entertain the idea of 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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'behind me, the ‘Treasury, 
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setting up an_ establishment like 
that in the United States, which will 
enable them to get a fuller and more 


‘accurate knowledge of the habits of sea 


fish. 

Lorp BALCARRES: The Vote in- 
cludes a sum of £7,000 as a grant in aid 
of the cost of building and equipping the 
National Physical Laboratory. The 
Secretary of the Treasury has promised 
to receive a deputation representing these 
who believe that a more suitable site than 
that selected for the buildings could be 
found. I should like an assurance from 
my right hon. friend that the voting of 
this sum of £7,000 does not in any way 
bind him or the Treasury to adhere to 
the site that is proposed, and that if the 
deputation can persuade him that a more 
suitable site could be found elsewhere, he 
will not be prevented by this from accept- 
ing their view. We do not wish to be 
met with the answer that the money has 
been voted and nothing can be done. I 
might appeal to the First Lord of the 
Treasury to continue some grant-in-aid, 
if only for a reduced amount, to the 
British School at Athens. It is 
a most interesting work that is being 
done, and I think there are many people 
in this country who will show warm 
sympathy with the right hon. Gentleman 
if he should be successful in continuing 
this grant. 


Mr. HANBURY: With regard to the 
question raised by the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn, I think he is under some 
misapprehension when he supposes that 
this is the only grant-in-aid for scientific 
purposes. Asa matter of fact we give a 
grant to the Scottish Fishery Board for 
the purpose of scientific investigation, 
and similar assistance is given to the Irish 
fisheries. I am not aware whether any 
further sum is given for scientific investi- 
gation in England. The association has 
already a larger income than it spends, 
and under present conditions there does 
not seem to be any urgent necessity to 
increase the grant of £1,000 a year. In 
regard to the Physical Laboratory, which 
has been referred to by my noble friend 
after all, 
little voice in the 
matter. We acted entirely on the 
recommendation of the Committee 
of the Royal Society. It was absolutely 
necessary to find a spot near Kew Obser- 
vatory, where this laboratory is proposed 
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to be situated. After looking at every 
possible site, they reported that no other 
site would answer the purpose so well as 
this one which adjoins Kew Gardens. I 
quite agree with my noble friend that 
nothing ought to be done that would in- 
terfere with the amenities of Kew 
Gardens, and I think he will see when he 
looks at the plans that this has been con- 
sidered. One is a building for machinery, 
and the other is a building for carrying 
on the more delicate scientific operations. 
The former does not interfere with the 
amenities of the place. It is entirely out 
of view of Kew Gardens. It is placed in 
a corner surrounded by trees, far away 
from the Qaeen’s Cottage and its sur- 
roundings. The other building is placed 
nearer the Queen’s Cottage, but it will be 
surrounded by trees. It will be in a 
position that will not interfere with the 
view, and, of course, it is not a building 
that will be entered by many people, as 
the machinery building will be. It will 
be confined to a few scientific people, and 
in no sense a building that will interfere 
with the amenities of the Gardens. That 
is the information I have at the present 
moment, but I do not wish to anticipate 
what my ncble friend may have to say 
when I receive the deputation. I can 
give him the promise that the voting of 
the sum of £7,000 will in no way pre 
judice the case. 


*Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): In 
regard to the archeological research in 
connection with the school at Athens, I do 
not think the money expended has been 
creditable to this country when it is com- 
pared with the work done by other 
countries. If it is a fact that the grant 
is to be reduced or withdrawn—I was 
not aware of it—I hope we shall have 
some explanation of the grounds on which 
that decision has been taken. Possibly 
the right hon. Gentleman will be able to 
hold out some hopé that such a retrograde 
step will be reconsidered, and that he 
will continue to subscribe this miserable 
pittance towards the great work of 
archeology. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: While I have 
had no opportunity to consult the 
authorities of the Treasury or the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on this 
point, I imagine that the only ground 
tor the alarm expressed is that the 
original grant for the British School at 
Athens is for five years, and that this term 
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is drawing toaclose. Nothing has been 
said in this House, as I understand, as to 
the possibility of renewal. The matter 
has never been under consideration. It 
has never been brought under my notice. 
The whole question of Government sub- 
vention of scientific investigation is a 
very important subject, and there is 
no doubt that this country has, from 
a traditional policy, lagged greatly 
behind other nations in this respect. It 
never occurs to us to do what the 
Germans, the French, or even what our 
cousins in America have done in making 
certain grants for investigations; and 
whether we are right or wrong I do not 
pretend to say. My own personal incli- 
nation is rather in the direction of 
Governmental aid in cases where you can 
hardly expect private aid to come forward ; 
but at the same time I confess that 
I often think how strange it is in a very 
rich country like ours there are not found 
some people who, in a difficulty to find 
other and more profitable investments, 
do not attempt to earn glory for them- 
selves by carrying on these investigations 
with the money that is required. I can 
only say that certainly the grant will not 
be discontinued without full consideration 
of the facts and interests involved. 


Vote agreed to. 


7. £67,500, to complete the sum for 
Universities and Colleges, Great Britain, 
and Intermediate Education, Wales. 


*Sir FS. POWELL : I wish to appeal 
to the Government to exercise a imore 
generous policy towards the colleges and 
universities of England. The contrast 
between the amounts of the grants to 
two English universities, and to the 
University of Wales is, I think, not fair 
to the English universities. i am a 
member of the Court of the Viccoria 
University, and therefore have 





some 
knowledge of the action taken by that 
university and of its proceedings. I do 
hope the Government will have some 
regard to the services rendered both to 
education and to science by the Victoria 
University. This is a new university, 
it has all the vigour, all the ngth, 
and all the hope of youth, and ! feel 
myself no doubt that in coming yeurs, if 
the supplies granted by this Honse are 
equal to the occasion, it will perform a 
most distinguished part in the techiical, 
G 
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classical, and highest culture of this 
country. If that be the case as regards 
the Victoria University I think it is as 
true as regards the university colleges. 
I can speak from an intimate knowledge 
of the services of the Yorkshire College 
at Leeds. That institution is greatly 
hampered for want of a larger grant. 
There was an inquiry some years ago 
conducted by highly scientific men who 
investigated the position and comparative 
claims of these university colleges. 
sum assigned to the Yorkshire College at 
Leeds is entirely inadequate to its wants. 
We have by private gifts and the liber- 


Supply—Civil 
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The | 


alitv of the city companies largely ex- | 
‘the money to them for a period of five 
| years, on the understanding that the 


tended our buildings, our apparatus, and 
our plans. The inquiry which took place 


some years ago pointed to the fact that | 


our buildings were not adequate to the 
work we desired to do. Since that time 
these buildings have been increased by 
private benefactions and by the magnifi- 
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tion on behalf of the Council, and I hope 
the time will come when my words will 
prove to have been spoken not in vain. 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton); 
I most heartily sympathise with the 
wish expressed that this grant should be 
increased, and I desire to raise a point 
which is perhaps closely connected with 
such possible increase. I believe the 
£25,000 a year which is divided between 
the specified colleges in Great Britain is 
allocated in accordance with the Treasury 
Minute of June, 1897, which, after con- 
siderable inquiry, distributed certain sums 
to various university colleges, allocating 


question should be again investigated and 
reported on before the end of that period. 
As the time is running out, I should be 


| glad to know what are the. intentions of 


cent gifts of the public companies, but we | 


are still unable to perform the duties 
we are called upon to discharge. We 


have extended our education in agri- | 
culture, we have still further improved | 


our arrangements for instruction in 
textiles, and we are hoping to raise 
that great industry to a condition more 
in accordance with the 
country and the importance of that 
pursuit. I trust the appeal I am making 
to-day will not be in vain, and that when 
the next occasion comes for a revision of 
these grants greater liberality will be 
exercised. 


wants of the| 


I am not in a position to. 


speak from personal knowledge of Owen’s | 


College, Manchester, but the informa- 
tion has been forthcoming from dis- 


tinguished members of the controlling | 


staff that they are suffering from the same 


difficulties that we experience in York- | 


shire. I certainly hope, as we have had 
larger aid from the Government for 


elementary and technical education, that | 


like generosity will be shown to our 
universities and university colleges. It 
is useless for this or any other country to 


improve the elementary and secondary | 


education except the higher culture also 
is improved. It is by the constant 


development of the higher departments | 


of education that the lower departments 
continue to prosper, and if the improve- 
ment of the higher departments ceases, 
decay must ensue in the lower depart- 
ments. Iam grateful to the committee 
for allowing me to make this representa- 


Sir F. 8. Powell 


the Government with respect to this 
investigation, and as to the way in which 
they intend, or expect, or wish that the 
claims and views of the different uni- 
versity colleges should be brought forward. 
It is important that these bodies should be 
heard before such an inquiry. Some diffi- 
culty has arisen in the past because these 
bodies have not beenadequately heard. The 
point with regard to which I wish to appeal 
to the right hon. Gentleman is one that 
affects the University College of Dundee, 
in the well-being of which, in my capacity 
as rector of the University of St. 
Andrews, I am very personally interested. 
My reason for raising the matter is that 
there has been an irregularity and a want 
of continuity of action in respect of the 


| University College of Dundee: such as 


has not taken place with respect to any 


| other of these institutions which are now 


under consideration. The University 
College of Dundee was started on exactly 
the same footing as university colleges 
in England. When this sum came to be 
given to university colleges a small grant 
of £500 was given to Dundee, and even 
that was not obtained without some con- 
siderable difficulty. £500 a year is a 
very much smaller sum than is given to 
the colleges in England, and one of the 
reasons then alleged is a reason which I 
trust the right hon. Gentleman will not 


| allege now—namely, that the universities 


of Scotland receive a large grant from 
the Treasury: They do receive a large 
grant from the Treasury—a grant of 
£42,000 a year; they also receive a por- 
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tion of the Probate Duty in the same | quence of which the grant was dropped. 
way as a portion is devoted to secondary | There arose between 1894 and 1897 con- 
education in England. But let me| siderable doubt as to whether or not the 
remind the right hon. Gentleman | University College of Dundee was incor- 
and the Committee that that is done in porated in the University of St. Andrews. 
accordance with the Act of Union) The matter was the subject of litigation, 
between England and Scotland. While | and the echoes of the contest still remain. 
the Scotch provided for the maintenance | I do not think they are fated to remain 
of the castles of Stirling and Dunbar in! very long, nor do I say the subject is 
good repair, they also had the good sense | absolutely decided at this moment. Let 
to insist upon adequate provision being | us see what was done in consequence of 
made under the Act of Union from the | the existence of that doubt. The Trea- 
Treasury of Great Britain for the main-| sury Minute of June 2nd, referring to or 
tenance of the universities. We may, | acting upon the advice of the eminent 
therefore, put aside that portion which is | scientific authorities to whom reference 
given to the Scotch universities as being | has just been made, reads as follows— 
any reasonable argument against classify-| «My Lords take note of the terms of the 
ing the town of Dundee with other towns ; Committee’s Report with regard to the 
like Nottingham, Sheffield, and the like, | Dundee College.” 

which participate in this grant. Dundee | That wasa Report recommending a grant- 
stands exactly towards the University | «In acceding to the Committee’s recom- 
College of Dundee as Sheffield stands to- | mendation that for the present ” 

wards its college or as Newcastle stands | those words are underlined—- 

towards the Newcastle College of Physical | “the College should receive £100 a year 
Science. The College of Physical Science | my Lords are guided, as they understand the 
in Newcastle is partly endowed by the | Committee to have been guided, by the 
University of Durham, as the college in | exceptional position in which the College is 
Dundee is now partly endowed from the | 2° Placed. ; ad 
University of St. Andrews; there is no | The “ exceptional position ” which I have 
difference in character between them. As | tried to describe is one of doubt as to 
Isay, £500 was given to the University | whether it is incorporated or not with the 
College of Dundee. In 1894 that small | University of St. Andrews. 

grant was withdrawn, and it was not | “My Lords are of opinion that when the 
renewed until 1897, when there was a | relations between the University and the 


F ae - , - | College are settled this matter should be sub- 
second investigation and a second distri- | ject to reconsideration, and they must not be 


bution. It was then renewed at the figure | understood to admit the claim of the College 
of £1,000 a year, at which amount it has | toshare permanently in the grant for Univer- 
continued since. But why that change 7 sity Colleges.” 
Why that irregularity of action? It is | If those two Minutes mean anything, they 
not because of that irregularity of action | at any rate run the risk of meaning that 
in the past that I wish to make any when the University College of Dundee is 
complaint, but because of the difficulty working harmoniously with the Uni- 
which is introduced into the management versity of St. Andrews it shall then be 
of the University of St. Andrews and the mulcted to the extent of £1,000 a year. 
University College of Dundee—of whose | Is that a very hopeful prospect to hold 
managing body I am president—by the | out to one who, like myself, in the posi- 
uncertainty of action I have endeavoured tion I occupy with respect to these two 
to bring before the right hon. Gentleman. | bodies, is earnestly anxious to bring about 
Why was the grant dropped in 1894% a happy co-operation? It is really, so far 
Here is the Report of the Committee to as it goes, though I do not say it is made 
the Treasury, which Report was adopted as such, an absolute bribe to disagree. 
in the Treasury Minute of 1894— What I want to point out is that when 
“Your Committee do not recommend that a We are endeavouring to bring together 
pant should be made to the University Col- the ancient University of St. Andrews—a 
ege of Dundee, inasmuch as they consider university which has a more glorious 
Hint that Colle, beng now past of tH history than almost any other educational 
drawn from the scope of the present grant, | institution in Great Britain, and certainly 
and will participate in future in the increased the most notable educational history of 
grant for Seotch universities.” any such institution in Scotland—and the 


That was the decision in 1894, in conse- modern School of Science in Dundee, as 


| 


G 2 
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an Act of Parliament has declared they 


should be brought together, it is ex- 
tremely undesirable there should be 
hanging about the whole action this 
uncertainty as to the grant. It will not 
do to say that the University College of 
Dundee is getting an unlimited share of 
the grant to the Scotch colleges. It is 


{COMMONS} 





strictly limited so that it cannot receive 
more than a certain amount, and that 
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pauperising, but which will not only 
assist those who have assisted themselves, 
but actually help forward the union of 
the University College of Dundee and 
the University of St. Andrews, and it is 
extremely desirable in every way that we 
should see ancient traditions united with 
modern institutions. Let the right hon. 
Gentleman not think there need be any 


| difficulty in carrying out the allocation 


amount—which is £3,000—is in com-| of this money to the right purposes. All 
parison with the general endowments of I would say in conclusion is that I do 
other colleges no large figure. Therefore | earnestly press it on the right hon. 
I do earnestly hope we shall get some | Gentleman and the Government that they 
assurance that the University College | should give an assurance that when they 
of Dundee will not be treated in/again consider this matter such persons 
the spirit of the first of these two Minutes, | as represent the University of St. 
and because of its incorporation, when it | Andrews and the University College of 
is brought about finally and completely, | Dundee and other bodies will be enabled 
with the University of St. Andrews, de- | to lay before the Treasury their views in 
prived of the grant it is enjoying just|the matter. I earnestly hope that this 
now. The Committee must also re-| matter may be decided at an early 
member that the University College of date, so that this sword of Damocles 
Dundee is doing a work with which the| may no longer hang over this young 
University of St. Andrews has nothing | institution in Dundee. Everyone knows 
todo. The University College of Dundee | that when you have to draw up 
is certainly part of and incorporated with |a programme of studies, erect labora- 
the University of St. Andrews, but, on/ tories, and so on, the uncertainty 
the other hand, it does a large amount of | as to whether a grant of £1,000 will or 
local technical and evening work which | will not be continued is a very serious 
does not prepare people for a degree in a | drawback to all the work you are under- 
university and is absolutely comparable | taking, affecting with uncertainty and 
with the evening work of the University | insecurity a great many more steps in 
College of Nottingham, all of which work | connection with the college than are 
is part of the recommendation of such | affected by the mere sum of £1,000 a 
colleges to the enjoyment of the grant. | year. On behalf of the university which 





One other point which I wish to bring 
before the right hon. Gentleman is that 
of this £25,000 a year which is divided 
between the university colleges of 
England on the one hand, and this one 
college in Scotland on the other, only 
£1,000 goes to Scotland. 
to the university colleges of Wales— 
and I am glad you are; do not think I 
grudge it at all—the sum of £12,000 a 
year ; you are giving to those in England 
£24,000, the two sums _ together 
amounting to £36,000 a year; you are 
givingto the University College of Dundee 
£1,000ayear, and thatis the whole amount 
that goes to Scotland. I know, as I have 
said before, that the Scotch universities 
have a grant, but it is in virtue of the 
Act of Union. Remember, too, that the 
educational ambitions of the Scotch 
nation are very great and worthy, and 
that they have done so much for the 
nation. It is well that they should be 
supported in a way which is in no sense 


Mr. Stuart. 


You are giving | 





I so inadequately represent at the present 
moment, and of the University College of 
Dundee, knowing how closely it is related 
to the other university colleges in Eng- 
land, I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will take into very careful consideration 
the remarks I have ventured to make. 


Srr J. LENG (Dundee): As one of the 
representatives of Dundee and a member 
of the college council, I desire to express 
my indebtedness to the Lord Rector of 
St. Andrews University for the clear 
manner in which he has put before the 
Committee the case for the Dundee Uni- 
versity College. There is reason for 
taking this course, inasmuch as my hon. 
friend has referred to the fact that in the 
year 1894, when the members of the 
college council had no opportunity of 
being heard, they were astonished to find 
that the very small grant of £500 was 
recommended to be withdrawn. It 
is, therefore, desirable that when this 
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question comes to be _ reconsidered 
under the terms of the Minute of 
1897, the representative of the Dundee 
University College shall have an 
opportunity of being heard. My hon. 
friend has referred to the fact that out of 
the £25,000 the almost microscopic grant 
of £500 was made in the first instance to 
Dundee, and yet this ewe lamb, as one 
may call it, was roughly slain and the 
grant taken away. My hon. friend’s con- 
tention is that in equity Dundee has as 
strong a claim to have its grant continued, 
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the grant shall not, at any rate, be 
diminished. 


Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead): I had no 
intention whatever of taking any part in 
this debate over the University College of 
Dundee, but I can speak with some 
degree of feeling upon this question, 
seeing that I am a Dundee man, and have 
witnessed the growth of education in 
Dundee more or less for over half a 
century. That we should be discussing 
in this House to-night the paltry sum 








and not only continued, but increased, as of £1,000 for the University College of 
any town in England. The college in| Dundee is something remarkable to me. 
Dundee is a comparatively modern insti-| I am afraid the right hon. Gentleman 
tution. It was founded by the great) sitting on the Treasury Bench has never 
generosity of a family of merchant princes. been in Dundee; I do not think he 
As time went on it was found necessary knows what Dundee is, or how that 
to increase the number of chairs, and great manufacturing town has grown. I 
others of the merchant princes of Dundee have seen it when it was very small, and 
gave sums varying from £6,000 to£12,000 | I have seen it now it is very large, and 
to bring the chairs up to date and the re- | the right hon. Gentleman should remem- 
quirements of the time. Dundee has! ber that he is concerned here with one of 
therefore done.its part. Nearly £200,000 the principal towns in Scotland as far as 
has been given within the last twenty manufacturing interests are concerned. It 
years by those who have made their is the centre of the jute industry, of engi- 
wealth in Dundee in order to secure that | neering, and of shipbuilding ; it produces the 
the young people of all classes may have best mechanics and engineers that can be 
the advantage of this local college, in con- | found almost anywhere ; and the question 
nection with which there is an excellent | of a paltry £1,000 for the University 
technical institute, the classes of which | College should never be discussed in this 
are overflowing. The buildings are not House, while there certainly should never 
large enough to hold the hundreds of in- | be any question as to whether it should be 
telligent youths and artisans who desire to | continued. Thousands of young men there 
attend these classes night after night. If attend the night classes and the techni- 
there is any town in the kingdom which | cal school ; they go there after they leave 
has done its duty by the poor and the the factory, the machine shop, or the 
working classes it is Dundee, and the fact | shipyard, in order that they may geta 
that it has helped itself is}a strong claim, | higher education. It is asorry sight that 
if any claim is to be made on the Trea-| any Member of this House, or at any rate 
sury, that at least it should be dealt with | any Scotch Member, should stand up here, 
on the same conditions as the colleges of | practically with cap in hand, to beg—a 
England. The terms of the grant which | word I detest. We have noright to come 
is now before the House are for university | here and beg for money for the Univer- 
colleges in “Great Britain,” and Scotland | sity College of Dundee. We subscribe 
is part of Great Britain. At present, more than our share to the national 
Scotland is receiving only £1,000 out of | wealth, and we have no right whatever 
£25,000, and there have been threatenings | to beg for this paltry £1,000. The right 
that it should be deprived of even that. | hon. Gentleman is always an advocate of 
If there was any serious intention to that | progress, and always stands up for the 





effect | am sure it would be protested 
against throughout the whole of the 
country north of the Tweed. Without 
enlarging upon what my hon. friend has 
so well placed before the Committee, I do 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will give 
an assurance that when this question is 
reconsidered the representatives of the 
college shall be fully heard, and that 


education. of the young men of the 
country. Why, then, should there be 
any question about this grant? You 
'may say that the St. Andrews grant 
j will suffice for both. Not at all. 
| What the right hon. Gentleman ought to 
do he knows perfectly: well. He should 
give them £5,000 a year for the purposes 
(of education there, simply from the fact 
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that it is the centre of a great manufactur- 
ing industry, and one of the first cities of 
Scotland in manufactures. But I am not 
going to beg from the Treasury, for 
Scotchmen never beg. We stand here 
and claim our right to a fair share of the 
wealth of this country to be devoted to 
education in Scotland. We have no right 
to come here and beg for the Dundee 
University College, and why should this 
£1,000 be taken away from the Dundee 
College? We ought to have a much 
larger sum for this college. The Lord 
Rector of the University knows nothing 
about Dundee, and I know all about it, 
and I say there should be no question 
whatever of giving this money to a young 
and energetic educational institution. 
Why rob this college of their little 
pittance ? Such a proposal is not right, 
it is not fair or honest, and it is not just 
to Scotland. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid): I 
am glad that the Chancellor of the Ex- | 
chequer is present upon this Vote, be- | 
cause I think there is likely to be a| 
misconception on the part of the Govern- | 
ment officials that Scotland is getting a_ 


{COMMONS} 





Service Estimates. 204 


out of the Imperial funds for Scotch 
education, and you also have Scotland 
itself out of its own funds providin 
£30,000 for the Scotch universities. 

venture to say that is an unfair way of 
getting rid of your obligations under the 
Treaty of Union. Down to the last few 
years you had the whole burden of these 
universities upon the Imperial Exchequer, 
You cannot wipe off a Treaty of Union 
by saying, “Here is a few thousand 
pounds more, and we will wipe you off 
for the future.” What have the Govern- 
ment done? Here is a Unionist Govern- 
|ment in power, with a majority of Eng- 
lish Members. You have had the Scotch 
money at your disposal, and you have 
taken this £30,000 against the votes and 
the wishes of Scotch Liberal Members 
out of Scotch money, and you have 
applied it to discharge what was the duty 
of the Imperial Governmen:—namely, to. 
keep up the Scotch universities in a 
manner suitable to the times. If you 
had done this duty properly you would 
be paying the whole of the expenses of 
the St. Andrews University, and you 
would not have had to come upon 
Scotland for £30,000. In this 








larger sum of money on this Vote than it | way Scotland has been compelled to 
really is. Here is the sum of £42,000 pay £30,000 a year for something which 


set down for the Scotch universities, but | was an Imperial obligation. 


that sum should never have been on this 


You are 
now adding to these sums the money for 








Vote at all. By the Treaty of Union the | England and Wales. It is not very long 
Universities of Scotland were to be | since this Vote came on to the Paper, and 
placed upon the Imperial Exchequer, and | it is since the University Act was passed. 
in order to discharge that burden the | The result is that you are giving this new 
Exchequer got the whole of the Scotch | money to England upon the footing that 
estates. It was part of the Treaty of | you have already provided for Scotland. 
Union that the universities of Scotland | But you have done nothing of the kind. 
were to be kept up at the national ex- | You are giving all this money to England, 
pense. That was a part of the bargain, | and Scotland is only getting £1,000. I 
and it continued until a few years ago,| wish also to refer to the College of 
up to which time the whole expense of | Science in Glasgow, which is one of the 
the Scotch universities were born upon | largest attended colleges in the whoie 
the Imperial estimates. But what took | kingdom, and is doing admirable work. 
place a few years ago? The Government | This college is now getting subsidies out of 
tried to get rid of this responsibility. | the grants in aid of the local authorities. 
which was bestowed upon them by the | This college does not get one single 
Treaty of Union, of contributing this | copper out of the Imperial fund. I ask 
£42,000 a year for the Scotch univer-| if it is fair that, having an Imperial 
sities. What did they do when they came | obligation under the Treaty of Union to 
to treat the equivalent grants between | keep up the universities of Scotland asa 
Scotland and Ireland? A sum of £30,000 | national undertaking ; having got all the 
was taken out of the money from Scot-| revenues of the universities upon the 
land, and given in subsidies to Scotch | condition that you took over the 
universities which it was the duty and | obligation of maintaining these uni- 
always had been the responsibility of the | versities, is it fair to come here now and 
Government tomaintain out of the Imperial | try to get rid of this obligation and take 
purse. You now have this £42,000 paid | £30,000, by force, out of Scotch money. 


Mr. Allan. 








=——Zmw te ef ect it @G hme a & - fie 48 tea oe oe os is 


meet 


—a_e 








204 


tch 
nd 


ng 
he 


ew 
eS: 


on 
nd 
off 


mn- 
ig 
ch 
ve 
nd 


TS 


eer Res § ee 











205 Supply— Civil 


I venture to say that that is not a 


creditable way of dealing with public. 


education in Scotland. When we find 


that you are giving these grants to| 
We are quite | 
agreeable that England should get these | 
grants, but we do say that Scotland | 


England we do not object. 


ought to come in for a reasonable share 
of those grants. 
work at the College of Science in Glas- 
gow, and we are not getting one single 


copper for that great work from the Im- | 


perial Treasury. In this matter of educa- 


tion we simply ask for justice, and for | 


the discharge of your legal obligation. As 
regards the future, with reference to these 
new sums, you should give us an equiva- 
lent with England, but do not treat Scot- 
land as having nothing to do with these 
matters. 


and Aberdeen here, for I am sure he will 


corroborate me when I say that even with | 
the £42,000 from the Imperial Funds and | 


the £30,000 from the Scotch Fund there 
is not sufficient money to carry on the 
work of these universities as it ought to 
be carried on at present. The right hon. 
Gentleman also knows the valuable work 
that is done in the College of Science in 
Glasgow, and that it is entirely by local 
aid that that institution is being kept up. 
I hope that before this discussion closes 
we shall have a few words on this sub- 
ject from the right hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. JAMES A. CAMPBELL (Glas- 
gow and Aberdeen Universities): I 
cannot refrain from saying that while I 
do not agree with the hon. Member 
opposite in all his complaints as to the 
way in which the Scottish universities 
have been treated by the Imperial 
Treasury, I do agree that in Scotland we 
have a claim to equal treatment with 
England with regard to the assistance 
given for new or additional university 
work. I hope that there is no reason 
to fear that this grant which has been 
enjoyed by the University College of 
Dundee will be withdrawn. I have 
known something of this college from its 
beginning, and I am sure that this money 
is needed there, and that it has been well 
bestowed upon that college. I am aware | 
of its connection with the University of | 
St. Andrews, and I agree that the effect | 
of that connection does not place the | 
University College of Dundee outside the 


{15 JUNE 1900} 


We are doing a great | 


I am very glad to find the. 
Member for the Universities of Glasgow | 
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| need of such assistance as it has been re- 
ceiving. I have no disposition to continue 
this discussion, which seems to imply 
some suspicion upon the intentions of my 
right hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Treasury, for which I hope there is no 
justification. 


Mr. HANBURY: Practically the 
whole speech of the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanarkshire was an attack upon recent 
legislation with regard to the Scotch 
universities. After all, we must regard 
that legislation as being in existence, and 
that being so we must assume that that 
Act dealt fairly with the amounts which 
were allocated to these Scotch univer- 
| sities. With regard to the arguments 
which the hon. Member has raised in 
reference to this fund belonging to Scot- 
| land and being put aside for this purpose 
under the Act of Union, those are argu- 
ments which were no doubt raised when 
the Act I have alluded to was considered. 
We have now to deal with the Act as it 
stands, and under that Act undoubtedly 
it is a fact that a large sum of money is 
allocated to these universities. That 
being so, we are now asked with regard 
to the University College of Dundee 
whether we are going to continue this 
grant of £1,000. We reply—as we 
replied some time ago—that it is quite 
impossible that the Dundee college 
should have the advantage of a 
grant on its own account, and 
at the same time receive the advantages 
which it would derive from the grants 
made to the University of St. Andrews 
if it were entirely affiliated to that uni- 
versity. That, 1 think, is a reasonable 
ground to take up. If the University 
College of Dundee was placed in that 
position it would be different to that of 
any other college in England or Wales, 
and I think hon. Members opposite ought 
to be content with the very reasonable 
plea put forward by my right hon. friend 
behind me, that in matters of this kind 
the colleges in Scotland should be treated 
in exactly the same way as the colleges 
in England and Wales. That is a reason- 
able request, and so far as the colleges in 
Scotland are entitled to these grants they 
will be treated in exactly the same way 
as the colleges in England and Wales are 
treated. When Dundee College once 
becomes entirely affiliated with the 
University of St. Andrews, it will receive 
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all the advantages and endowments which 
are given to that university, but it 
eannot expect to have in addition the 
advantages it is now receiving as a 
separate college. I understand from the 
speech of the hon. Member for Hoxton 
that his complaint is not so much as to 
the actual amount of the grant, but 
that he is anxious that the present 
condition of things should not continue, 
and that the connection between this 
college and the University of St. Andrews 
should take place as soon as_ possible. 
What has really happened is this. We 
have been in communication with the 
Scotch Office upon this question, and they 
have told us that as the connection 
between this college and the university 
is not yet entirely established we should 
not be justified in at present removing this 
£1,000 from the Vote. Until that con- 
nection is established this grant will, of 
course, be continued. My hon. friend the 
Member for Wigan complained that the 
sums allocated to these different colleges 
are not sufficient. I would point out to 
my hon. friend that towards the end of 
1896 a Committee went very carefully 
through the whole subject, and it was 
upon the recommendations of that Com- 
mittee that the Treasury acted, and the 
sums fixed are entirely in accordance 
with the recommendations of that Com- 
mittee. As to the sum of £25,000 not 
being adequate, I do not think the hon. 
Member has any right to complain of this, 
because until two or three years ago the 
sum granted for the purpose was only 
£15,000 ; butin 1896 the sum was raised 
to £25,000, and that is the sum which 
will remain up to the year 1901. No 
doubt a fresh allocation will be made, and 
fresh claims will be brought in, and if the 
authorities of Dundee College can estab- 
lish a fair claim to this grant no doubt 
their case will be favourably considered 
by the Treasury. We have now only to 
deal with the grant for the present year, 
and all I have to say is that that grant is 
considerably in advance of the annual 
grant made three years ago when the 
sum was only £15,000. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I happen to be officially connected 
with the University College of Dundee, 
and it is to that portion of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech which dealt with that 
matter that I shall confine myself. I 
must express my disappointment at the 


Mr. Hanbury. 
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| substance of his reply. He has practically 
‘told us, notwithstanding the opinion ex- 
pressed by the Member for the Univer- 
sities of Glasgow and Aberdeen, that 
there is every prospect of this grant being 
lost, and he has given us the Treasury’s 
reason for it. The right hon. Gentleman 
admitted that the University College of 
Dundee would be entitled to a continu- 
ance of this annual grant of £1,000 if it 
retained its separate existence, but he 
says it will not be so entitled when it is 
incorporated with the University of St. 
Andrews. And why not? Because, he 
says, it will share in the endowments 
granted tothe University of St. Andrews. 
As far as I know that is not so. The 
University of St. Andrews when it com- 
pletes the incorporation of this subor- 
dinate body will not derive one single 


farthing of additional public money 
to sustain its corporate existence. 
It simply comes to. this—that 


this Act of incorporation between the 
University College of Dundee and St. 
Andrews University is to be penalised by 
the Treasury to the extent of £1,000 a 
year. In other words, that which has 
been felt by all the local educational 
authorities in the country to be a most 
desirable grant is to be abolished to the 
extent of the withdrawal of this annual 
grant of £1,000. I cannot see any reason 
to justify that contention. There is to be 


‘no change in the position of St. Andrews 


University. On the contrary, it is very 
probable that it will incur additional ex- 
penses on account of incorporation, and 
there is no change in the position of the 
University College of Dundee. The in- 
tention of the incorporation is merely to 
facilitate the working of both institutions, 
and because of this the money allocated 
to the College of Dundee is to be with- 
drawn. I say that is a principle which 
requiries reconsideration, and I hope that 
the speech of the right hon. Gentleman is 
not to be taken as the last word of the 
Treasury upon this subject. I do hope 
that the right hon. Gentleman will accord 
a full and fair hearing to the official re- 
presentatives of the University College of 
Dundee. I will venture to repeat the 
appeal which my hon. friend has 
made, and I ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury to give us some assurance 
that before the preparation of next year’s 


‘estimate and before he decides to with- 


draw this annual grant he will at least do 
us the favour of allowing us to be heard 
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in support of the maintenance of this 
grant, and give us an opportunity of 
placing before him arguments upon that 
question. 


Mr. STUART: I think the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Treasury 
might give us satisfaction by answering 
the appeal I made to him, and which has 
also been alluded to by the hon. Member 
who has just spoken. As I brought the 
matter forward in reference to the con- 
tinuance of this £1,000 a year which is 
granted to the University College of 
Dundee, and as the uncertainty in which 
we have been left is a very serious 
matter, I really think that it is a little 
hard for the right hon. Gentleman to 
assume that he answers my position by 
saying that this college shares in the 
endowments granted to St. Andrews 
University. 1 think that is drawing the 
line a little too far. I also want to point 


{15 JUNE 1900} 





out to the right hon. Gentleman the very 
solid fact which I think ought to} 
affect the right hon. Gentleman in 
reconsidering the attitude he has | 
taken up. He has_ spoken about | 
the incorporation of St. Andrews Univer- 
sity and the University College of Dundee 
as being a reason for withdrawing this 
£1,000 grant, because the Dundee College 
is to get the benefit of certain grants | 
which will be made to St. Andrews 
University. But as I pointed out in| 
bringing this matter before the Committee, 
that is exactly the position at the present | 
time of a large college in Neweastle, 
which profits very largely by the grants 
made to the ancient University of Dur- | 
ham. That is not looked upon as any 
reason why a sum of money should not be 
granted to this college at Newcastle-on- 
Tyne. I have received but cold comfort | 
from the right hon. Gentleman upon this | 
question. His reply is cold comfort to | 
every educationalist in Scotland who is | 
desirous of seeing harmonious working 
between the ancient University College | 


_ been compelled to admit. 


| for want of money, more efficient. 
| the attention of the Scotch Office to the 





Service Estimates. 210 


authorities and the representatives of the 
University of St. Andrews and the Uni- 
versity College of Dundee, whose interests 
are affected in this matter, will be afforded 
an opportunity of being heard, and that 
full consideration will be given to the 
arguments which have been laid before 
the Committee on this subject. 


Mr. CALDWELL: It now appears 
that as soon as the college at Dundee 
becomes part of a national university of 
Scotland it will then cease to have any 
claim on this fund. The total sum borne 
on this estimate for England, putting 
aside what is given to national universi- 
ties, is £63,500, and the Scotch propor- 
tion of that amount, on the basis of 
eleven-eightieths, would be £8,730 for 
similar purposes, but only £1,000 is 
actually given to Scotland, and that is 
given to Dundee. You now propose to 
take that sum away from Dundee, but 
that will only make stronger the claim of 
the Glasgow College of Science for sup- 
port from this fund. All we ask is that 
if you are going to give grants to colleges 
of science apart from national universi- 
ties, give Scotland her equivalent share, 
which is £8,730. We have always 
complained that under this Vote 


Scotland gets practically nothing, and 
| we have been told that Scotland gets 
/money for her national universities ; but 
'that is an entirely different matter, as 
the Secretary to the Treasury has now 


As far as the 


| Glasgow College of Science is concerned 
| it is one of the best schools in the United 
| Kingdom, and it is subsidised out of the 
| Glasgow rates to the extent of £6,000 a 
| year ; and if English colleges of science 
| get grants from this fund, why not the 
Glasgow College of Science also; not 
| necessarily to cover all its expenses, but 
| to assist the local subsidy, and to render 
its work, which is now much impaired 


I call 


| matter, and I ask the Lord Advocate to 





of St. Andrews and the new University | 
' rm. : . 4: | note that Scotland only gets £1,000 out 
] ace 2@, io | - a y & 
Coliege of Dundee. This has been indi | of this fund, and that even that is to be 


cated as desirable by Parliament, and yet taken away. 


it is held over our heads that as soon as 
*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 


that is brought about the joint concern is 
to be deprived of £1,000 a year. I do| Hallam): As the right hon. Gentleman is 
being laid under pressure, it is necessary 


not think there is any reasonableness in 
that proposal at all. Ido not desire to | to mention other deserving cases lest they 
do more than point out my dissatisfaction | be forgotten. A hardship has arisen in 
with the reply of the right hon. Gentle-| the case of the University College at 
man, and to express the hope that the | Sheffield, owing to the fact that the 
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departmental committee examined into 
the case of that college at a time which 
happened to operate unfairly against it. 
The scheme of the departmental com- 
mittee was that the grant in each case 
should be proportioned to the amount 
locally contributed. In the case of Shef- 
field the inquiry was held just before a very 
exceptional local effort had been made in 
connection with the Diamond Jubilee. If 
the inguiry had been held after that 
effort, the claim of the Sheffield College 
would have been in a very different posi- 
tion. I think the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury foreshadowed that there is going to 
be a reconsideration of the allocation of 
these grants, and I venture to express 
the hope that that reconsideration will 
not be put off on account of the disputes 
connected with the Scotch colleges, as to 
which I wish to say nothing. 


Vote agreed to. 


8. £5, to complete the sum for London 
University. 
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Crass V. 

9. Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£255,384, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the Expenses of 
Her Majesty’s Embassies and Missions 
Abroad, and of the Consular Establish- 
ments Abroad and other Expenditure 
chargeable on the Consular Vote.” 

Eart PERCY (Kensington, S.): I 
have put down a motion for the reduction 
of this Vote, not so much with a view to 
pressing it to a division as in the hope of 
being able to elicit some assurance from 
Her Majesty’s Government with refer- 
ence to a subject which I confess I view 
with great anxiety—namely, the reduction 
of our Consular establishments in the in- 
ternal provinces of Asiatic Turkey. On 
the 22nd March last I put a question to 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
with regard to the Vice-Consulate at 
Bitlis, and the reply I received was this— 

“The British Vice-Consulate at Bitlis has 
not been abolished. The post is at present 
vacant, but is visited as occasion arises by 
Her Majesty’s Consul at Van, and, if events 
should occur in Armenia rendering an appoint- 
ment desirable, Her Majesty’s Ambassador at 
Constantinople has authority to take the 
necessary steps. ”* 

*See Zhe Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. lxxxi., page 42. 

Mr. Stuart Wortley. 
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| That reply only served to increase my 
| anxiety, because it seems to show that 
| Her Majesty’s Government have in con- 
| templation the reduction of the number 
of our Consulates in the interior of Asiatie 
Turkey. I do not ask for any declara- 
tion from Her Majesty’s Government as 
to their general policy with regard to 
Turkey ; but I think when we are asked 
to vote this large sum of money for con- 
| sular and diplomatic services we have a 
| right to ask for some explanation of what 
| appears to be a grave departure in policy, 
| involving, as I think, consequences of a 
| serious and even disastrous character. 
| Before 1 proceed to details I should like 
to place the general facts before the Com- 
mittee. I think it is hardly realised that 
at the present moment we have no British 
consular representatives permanently re- 
siding in any one of the internal pro- 
vinces of Turkey between Konia, Sivas, 
and Aleppo on the wes: and Van on 
the Persian frontier. That is to say, ex- 
‘cept in Trebizond and Erzerum on the 
north, we have absolutely no means of 
‘acquiring first hand information as to 
| what is going on in any one of the great 
/towns which were the principal scenes of 
the serious disturbances five years ago. 
| That is not a situation which we can re 
| gard with equanimity. I do not want to 
| revive unpleasant memories. Whatever 
| view we may hold as to the culpability 
‘of Turkey for past events, I am quite 
| certain that the Turkish Government is 
sincerely anxious to prevent similar 
| occurrences in the future, and that so far 
|as its power extends in the interior it 
| will take steps todo so. But that does 
| not justify us in withdrawing any 
guarantee we now possess. We have 
‘undertaken a very serious responsibility 
‘under the Berlin Treaty to help Turkey 
| to render easier the conditions of life of 
‘the subject population of Asia Minor. 
' The least we can do in fulfilment of such 
|a responsibility is not to grudge the ex- 
| penditure of a few hundreds of pounds 
‘In maintaining our representatives 
‘in the country, who can do much 
|to avert breaches of law and _ order. 
| I feel that we are bound not to withdraw 
‘any safeguards which we at present 
| possess to help the Turkish Government 
_to render happier and more tolerable the 
| lives of the subject population in Asiatic 
Turkey. I think, therefore, we should 
| do nothing to lessen the number of those 
| Consuls through whom we can at present 
| 
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bring influence to bear. Perhaps the 
right hon. Gentleman may say that these 
Consuls in the interior have very little 
power indeed, and that their whole time 
is generally occupied in tendering advice 
to the provincial governments which is 
never taken, and in writing reports which 
are pigeon-holed in the Embassy at Con- 
stantinople. ‘That is not the view enter- 
tained by anyone who knows the country. 
I believe from my own experience that 
there have been instances in “which the 
mere presence of these men has pre- 
vented acts of tyranny and _injus- 
tice by individual governors and acts 
of folly by revolutionaries and others 
which might lead to fresh outbreaks of 
popular fanaticism and another series of 
disastrous consequences. I hope that the 
right hon. Gentleman will not use the 
argument that the presence of these Con- 


{15 June 1900} 





suls is not justified by the amount of | 


British trade in these provinces. The 


notorious that, but for political reasons, 
we would not have placed any Consuls 
there at all. I said that we have no con- 
sular representatives in any of the central 
provinces of Asiatic Turkey. It is true 
that we have an arrangement at the 
present moment by which the British 
representative at Diarbekr spends six 
months of the year in that town, and the 
other six in Kharput. I do not wish for a 
moment tothrow any doubton the capacity 
and ability of those who have undertaken 
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Bitlis he is only on the fringe of the 
vilayet which extends to the borders 
of Kharput, and includes the most 
poverty - stricken district of Mush. 
These are the points to which I wish to 
direct the attention of Her Majesty’s 
Government. The assertion that we can 
always intervene if occasion arises seems 
to me to be perfectly useless. Past his- 
tory shows that intervention after the 
oceasion is generally nugatory, and that 
in 1894-5 almost every case in which dis- 
turbance arose and where the population 
got out of hand, was in towns where we 
had no British representative on the spot. 
I think one of the greatest blunders, to 
call it by its mildest term, ever made by 
a Government was made by the Govern- 
ment in 1882 when they withdrew our 
Consuls. Surely Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment having that warning before them 
will not commit a similar blunder. 


| There are a great many circumstances in, 
amount of British trade in the interior has | 
never been very great, and it is perfectly | 


| 
| 





the Near East which give rise to 
considerable anxiety. We have been 
told that Russia has obtained from 
Turkey the power to veto the construc- 
tion of all railways in the northern pro- 
vinees, and to prevent Turkey—because 
Turkey cannot build railways herselfi— 
from using the only possible means of 
developing the country and increasing 
the happiness of the population. I con- 
fess I cannot understand how any 
Government which has undertaken in 
diplomatic phraseology to superintend 
the introduction of reforms which I sup- 


the dual duty, but I am quite sure it is | pose are not limited to reforms of the 
practically impossible for anyone to keep | constitutional machinery of Government, 
himself in touch with what is going on in | but which extend also to the material im- 


the combined provinces of Mamoureted, 
Aziz and Diarbekr. This argument 
applies with tenfold force to the case of 
Bitlis. The right hon. Gentleman, in his 
reply to me, stated that the British 
Consul at Van had instructions to go over 


to Bitlis whenever circumstances arose | 


which made his presence desirable. I 
should have thought that a mere glance 
at the map would have shown the inade- 
quacy of that arrangement. The Consul 
at Van not only has an enormous amount 
of work to do in the town itself, but he 
has to make extended tours in the moun- 
tains of the Nestorian district south of 
Van, and also on the Persian frontier, 
where inroads by Armenian revolutionists 
and Kurdish raids are a perpetual menace 
to the peace of the vilayet. Even if he 
does go across once or twice a year to 








provement of the country, can acquiesce in 
that claim of Russia. However, that is a 
question of high policy which I will not 
enter into now. We have taken it. 
upon ourselves to help these people, 
not merely Armenians or Christians, 
but the whole of the poor population 
of the interior, and I do _ think 
that the very least we can ask for is that 
we shall not deprive ourselves of one of 
the means ready to our hand, by which 
we can make our influence felt, particu- 
larly as there are a good many circum- 
stances which are giving rise to a 
considerable amount of anxiety. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I should 
like to support the remarks of my noble 
friend. It does seem to me an enormous 


mistake to withdraw from the whole of 
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Asia Minor the sources of information 
which Her Majesty’s Government have. 
It cannot be forgotten that England is 
under special responsibility with regard 
to Asia Minor. We have undertaken to 
defend Asia Minor against Russian attack 
in case any further attempt were made on 
it. That is a very serious responsibility,and 
in order to keep ourselves in a position to 
fulfil that responsibility, it does seem to 
me essential that we should retain the 
Consuls we have there. These Consuls 


have been regarded as the local advisers | 


{COMMONS} 
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therefore, with my noble friend, very 
much regret the continuance of the policy 
of withdrawing these Consuls. I would 
especially direct the attention of the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs to 
the very threatening aspect of affairs 
which seems to be developing in Asia 
Minor, which is being divided as it were 
between Russia and Germany. I hope 
my right hon. friend will be able to tell 
us that the statements in the press are 
either exaggerated or altogether un- 
founded. I hope, also, he will tell us 


of the governors of these provinces, who | that the Government do not intend to go 


go to them for advice and assistance, and | 
what we see now is the wholesale with- | 


drawal of those sources of information. 
Undoubtedly this withdrawal is very 
much more serious when we consider the 
circumstances to which the noble Lord has 
alluded, and which are a matter of 
notoriety, and the events which have 
quite recently occurred. It is hardly too 
much to say that the whole of Asia Minor 
is now divided between Germany and 
Russia into two spheres of influence, 





on with this policy of withdrawing British 
Consuls from Asia Minor. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I assume the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs does 
not wish to reply before we pass to other 
matters connected with this Vote. With 
regard to Item M, the question of the 
arrangement made with Abyssinia is one 
with reference to which I think we have 
been left very much in the dark. We 





Germany claiming the whole of the! are aware from other sources of the 
south, and Russia the whole of the north. | general nature of the arrangement come 
That is a very serious matter. We know | to a long time ago between the Govern- 
how these spheres of influence begin, and| ment and Abyssinia. I cannot help 
we have sometimes seen how they end. | thinking that the time has come when 
First of all, a sphere of influence is sup- | the publication of the arrangement which 
posed to be nothing more than the has been come to as to the boundary be- 
exclusive right to construct railways, and | tween Abyssinia and the Soudan would 
then the people who come to look after be wise. The reduction of which 
the railways sometimes take the form of , notice has been given by myself and 
troops. Are the Government prepared to | others concerns a point we have dis- 
tear up the treaty we made with Turkey, | cussed before, but which we are obliged 
under which we have assumed responsi-|to go on _ discussing, because the 
bility for the safety of Asia Minor? Ido|Government will not clear _ their 
not know, but there are people who think | own minds on the subject. I refer to the 
we have a very serious future before us. | question of slavery in Zanzibar, and I 
I believe there are persons in high| propose to move a reduction of the 
authority who believe that we may be at | salary of Sir Arthur Hardinge in respect 
war with Russia, and not only with | to the position in Zanzibar. I wish to 
Russia alone, but perhaps with Russia move this reduction without making any 
and Germany combined. What  is|sort of personal attack on Sir Arthur 
quite certain is that we cannot! Hardinge. I have, in common with all 
make an effective war against Russia| members of the Committee who have 
unless we have access to the Black | watched his public services, the highest 
Sea, and if we are to give over Asia| respect and regard for Sir Arthur 
Minor to Germany and Russia we may | Hardinge, who is one of the best men in 
find ourselves in such a position that| our service. But we think him out of 
even the Sultan himself cannot give per- | place in this one particular station, not 
mission to our fleet to pass through the | because of any defect or inability, but 
Dardanelles. If there is one place in the | because of the particular and very special 
whole world where we have undoubtedly | views which he holds—views different 
done good—and considerable good—to | from the views of the vast majority of hon. 
the people and the governors of the| Members—on the question of slavery. 
country, that place is Asia Minor. I{Ido not think that that will be denied 


Mr. Gibson Bowles, 








unc 
ten 
else 
not 
Sir 
fort 
dee 
but 
in 
the 
phr 
allu 
Gor 
all 
wot 
Kin 
whi 
the 
cou 
lon 
alle 
slay 
not 
wer 


The 


prac 
inr 
Eas 
part 
pron 
ofte 
the} 
laws 
wou 
case 
beer 
Can 
the 








ld 


the 
neir 


1I 
the 
ect 
| to 
any 
hur 
all 
ave 
hest 
hur 
1 in 
t of 
not 
but 
cial 
rent 
hon. 


ery. 


nied 








917 Supply—Cwil {15 June 1900} Service Estimates. 218 
by anyone who has had the advantage of ; tained; but, of course, that promise was 
studying this question, and especially Sir | not acted upon. The case of the Soudan 
Arthur Hardinge’s replies to the Govern- | is very closely analogous to that of British 
ment. It cannot be denied that Sir) India. In a series of speeches by Lord 
Arthur Hardinge does hold these peculiar | Kitchener he used language very similar 
views. Indeed, on the two occasions in| to that, in regard to ancient laws and 
which he came into conflict with the| customs, employed by Sir Lloyd 
Foreign Office and Lord Salisbury he | Matthews and Sir Arthur Hardinge. 
maintained them with great ability. It But slavery has been abolished in the 
js said that a promise as to slavery was Soudan, and what we want is that 
given at the time we took over the ad- | similar action should be taken in East 
ministration of Zanzibar. Lord Kim-| Africa in regard to slavery as has been 
berley was responsible for the conditions taken in the Soudan. I can say for those 
on which the administration was taken who are interested in this question that if 
over, and he has altogether rejected the | the British Government would at once do 
view that any such promise was given as | in British East Africa what was done in 
the present Government think was given | India in 1843 we should, for the time, be 
as regards slavery. Sir Arthur Hardinge’s | satisfied. The abolition of the legal 
was the official speech, and there was | recognition of slavery which took place in 
not a word in it of which anyone India in 1843 is in advance of anything 
could complain. The so-called promise | which the Government have been able to 
under which we were supposed to be more | do up to the present time in East Africa. 
tender towards slavery in Zanzibar than |I repeat we do Sir Arthur Hardinge no 
elsewhere was contained in a speech | injustice when we maintain that the 
not of Sir Arthur Hardinge, but of| arguments he has carried on with the 
Sir Lloyd Matthews, in command of the | Foreign Office point to a gradual altera- 
forces of Zanzibar. He is a man who is | tion of slavery into a system of appren- 
deeply imbued with the Zanzibar feeling, | ticeship, which is, however, only slavery 
but I cannot help remembering that even | in another form. One of the greatest 
in that speech of Sir Lloyd Matthews | dangers we have to encounter is the 
the word “slavery” was not used. The} keeping on in our protectorates of 
phrase relied upon was that in which he | apprenticeship. Sir Arthur Hardinge 
alluded to the intention of the British | has attacked particular missionaries in 
Government that the faith of Islam and| East Africa, and picked out one for 
all the ancient customs of the country | special praise, because he held views differ- 
would be maintained there. Now, Lord | ing from every other, and “at variance 
Kimberley, who gave the instructions on | with popular prejudice,” and particularly 
which that speech was made, denied that | with the views of Bishop Tucker. I 
there was any right to commit this | believe the views of Bishop Tucker are 
country to upholding slavery, and for a | far more consonant with the views held in 
long time this so-called promise was not | this House than are those of Sir Arthur 
alleged as a defence of the recognition of | Hardinge. Then there is Colonel Lugard, 
slavery. Other reasons were given for | whose views are emphatic, and who 
not acting; by Sir Arthur Hardinge we | believes that British East Africa has been 
were told that the country was disturbed. | prepared for the abolition of the legal 
The First Lord of the Treasury had made | status of slavery, and that it should be 
a promise to this House that as soon as abolished. Very largely in consequence 
practicable the same steps would be taken | of what was stated in this House, and the 
in regard to the abolition of slavery in debates and promises made in this House, 
East Africa as had been taken in other | we admit that some progress has been 
parts of the British dominions. These | made in that direction in East Africa, 
promises to maintain old customs have | although we think that progress has been 
often been made in regard to India, but | slow. Ibeg to move the reduction of the 
they have never been held to mean that the | Vote by £100. 

laws of England with regard to slavery 
would not apply. There have been| *Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
cases where direct promises have | Tyneside): In seconding the motion of 
been made in regard to slavery. In| the right hon. Baronet the Member for 
Canada we promised the French that| the Forest of Dean, I desire to endorse 
the institution of slavery would be main- | all the words which have fallen from his 
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lips in paying a tribute of admiration to 
the ability of Sir A. Hardinge ; but I also 
entirely endorse what he said in regard 
to the pro-slavery policy which has been 
pursued under Sir Arthur Hardinge and 
this Government throughout the area 
over which he has very large powers. I 
know that Her Majesty's Government 
feels somewhat inclined to resent these 
constant debates in reference to slavery, 
but I would point out that we have, as a 
result of these debates, on more than 
one occasion, got some steps in 
advance. The pressure we have been 
able to bring in this House has produced 
a better state of things in Zanzibar and 
the islands which otherwise would never 
have been obtained. One good that has 
been effected is that those who have 
charge of the slaves now know that they 
must treat them in a very different way 
from what they did a few years ago, and 
therefore our debates have done some- 
thing for the cause of humanity. But it 
seems to me there has been something 
lacking in the policy pursued by the 
Government in the desire to see the 
immediate emancipation of the slaves. 
Two years ago Sir Lloyd Matthews in a 
despatch alluded to the “ hasty and ill- 
timed interference of friends at home.” 
These words are somewhat remarkable 
when we remember that Sir John Kirk 
sixteen years ago, in 1884, said that 
“the time was ripe for the entire emanci- 


pation of the population of the Zanzibar | 


Protectorate.” Sir Arthur Hardinge two 
years ago said, “It is idle to treat the 
African negro as if he were a full-grown 
free man.” I am not one of those who 
think that the raw Kaffir or negro should 
be given the same amount of freedom as 
a white man. Naturally, they should be 
put under some kind of restriction, but 
they ought to have freedom as free men, 
and ought not to be considered the goods 
and chattels of another human being. 
As an illustration of the character of the 
spirit displayed from time to time by 
our officials in Zanzibar, I ‘might 
allude to a case in which their policy of 
endeavouring to conciliate the Arab 
owners of slaves was shown. Soon after 
the present Government came into power 
an Arab was found guilty of most in- 
human conduct towards a_ particular 
slave. In the Zanzibar Gazette it is 


recorded that this man, Abdulla Bin Ali, | 


punished his slave by welding the irons 
on his flesh, and feeding him with one 


Mr. J. A. Pease. 
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cocoanut morning and evening. Well, I 
am very glad that the Government prose- 
cuted that individual, that he was found 
guilty, and sentenced by Judge Cracknall 
to seven years imprisonment. But the 
moment that Judge Cracknall’s back was 
turned that cruel brute was released and 
practically wh'tewa hed by the Govern- 
ment. I do not think that the policy 
pursued by Sir Arthur Hardinge and his 
subordinates is to be surprised at when 
we find Her Majesty’s Government 
acquiescing in all these sort of acts in 
regard to slavery. For instance, the 
Sultan, who was put on the throne by 
the British Government, and who was not 
the natural successor of the previous 
Sultan, was allowed to inherit 30,000 
slaves, and the excuse put forward was 
that the decree which prevented the 
| inheriting of all slaves except by the sons 
of previous owners did not affect the 
Sultan himself. The pledges given by 
Her Majesty’s Government have been very 
specific. On coming into power they said 
thatslavery would beremoved at the earliest 
possible moment, and as the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for Forest of Dean 
had quoted, the Government pledged 
themselves to extend to the mainland the 
process already carried out in the islands, 
Sir Rennel Rodd stated that it was 
impossible to administer the mainland 
differently from the islands. Lord 
|Curzon, when Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs two years ago, as an 
excuse for delay, said that 
“the conditions were not favourable on the 
mainland to carry out the pledge of the 
| abolition of slavery. We must wait for the 
result of the experiment in the islands.” 
Now, from recent despatches we firld that 
the result of the experiment has been 
successful in the islands, and to a large 
extent satisfactory. Let me read one 
paragraph from a despatch by Sir Arthur 
Hardinge dated 6th January this year— 
“« The progress of the emancipation decree is 
at once -radual and steady, and is now 
attended with comparatively little trouble to 
the owners of plantations, who, with few ex- 
ceptions, are adapting themselves to the new 
system, and paying their workmen, whether 
free men or nominal slaves, in pice.” 
I call upon the Government to carry out 
the pledge which Lerd Curzon in this 
House, when Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs, gave in the name of the Govern- 
ment two years ago. The present Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs at the com- 
| mencement of last session said that the 
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«strip of the mainland was only taken over | keep to views which are contrary to the 


in 1895, and since then there had been a 
rebeliion and a mutiny to deal with.” 

Three events had been reported: first, a 
mutiny of black troops ; second, an attack 
on the Indian contingent; third, the 


opinions of all Englishmen. I appeal to 
the House to support the resolution, not 
that we really want to reduce Sir Arthur 
Hardinge’s salary, but because we want 
to abolish slavery in the protectorates, 


slaughter by a tribe of a British officer | and as a protest that the Government in 


and nine men, and he gave these as an 
excuse for not carrying out their pledges. 
But he added that 


“the Government did not depart from Mr. 
Balfour’s pledge that at the earliest oppor- 
tunity they hoped to extend to the mainland 
the process already carried out in the islands. 
It was Lord Salisbury’s opinion that until the 
Government became more settled on the main- 
land it was impossible to take further steps.” 


The Government finds an excuse for its 


pes carrying out the pledges they have 
| given have committed what is little short 
| of a breach of faith. 

| Motion made, and Question proposed, 
| That Item P (Salaries of the General 
/ Consular Service) be reduced by £100, 
| in respect of the salary of the Agent and 
Consul General at Zanzibar.”—(Sir 
Charles Dilke.) 


inaction in the dispatch of Lord Kim-| Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
berley, and as has been explained by the | field): Whilst we get any number of ex- 
right hon. Member for the Forest of | pressions of sympathy from gentlemen 
Dean, it has only occurred to them as representing the Foreign Office with the 
a suitable afterthought for throwing | views we have expressed on this side, we 
over the pledges of the First Lord of the | never get any further on the real question 
Treasury and of the Under Secretary for | of giving freedom to the slaves under our 





Foreign Affairs as to the abolition of 
slavery on the mainland. When we 
analyse it what does that-excuse amount 
to! We find that Lord Kimberley did 
not allude to anything except law and 
religion. Now, the Mohammedan law 
does not give any approval to slavery. 
It is well known that if an individual 
who belongs to the Mohammedan faith 
frees his slaves he will, according to the 


|own protection in the islands of Pemba 
| and Zanzibar, and it is not far to look why 
|we do not get any forwarder on this 
|question. You have a gentleman con- 
‘nected with the island of Pemba as a pub- 
|lic servant who is not in sympathy or 
| harmony with the views the Government 
| has expressed repeatedly in this House. 
| That gentleman in the despatches we all 


|read carefully has done this repeatedly. 


Koran, have a better time of it in a| He has argued in those despatches time 


future life. 
because it is said to be in accordance with 
ancient customs. Instead of correcting 
Sir Lloyd Matthews and the impression 
he may have left on the minds of a few 
Arabs, the Government are riding off on 
an excuse to prevent them carrying out 
their pledges. It seems to me that the 
Government have had many opportunities 
of carrying out their pledges, and if they 
had desired to do so they could have 
abolished slavery throughout the whole of 
the Sultan of Zanzibar’s dominions, 
When the Sultan was appointed, and the 
mainland was quiet, they might have 
adopted some measure to release the 
200,000 slaves in the mainland strip of 
the Sultan’s dominions. That area is 
under the direct control of the Foreign 
Office, and they can do whatever they 
like on it. This strong Government 
seems to me to ride off on an excuse 
instead of giving instructions that any 
wrong impressions in regard to law and 
custom should be removed; and they 


Slavery is now permitted | after time to allow a legal status to slavery 


| in the island, to allow that to remain as 
it was before we established a British 
Protectorate. The Government in their 
despatches have given Sir Arthur Har- 
dinge distinct and clear orders what to do, 
and in reply to these orders anybody who 
reads the Blue-books can see that he does 
not say he will carry out these orders, 
but that he argues against them. No 
public company, and no master with a 
servant would argue with him after 
a certain time. After giving him abso- 
lute and clear orders the time for 
argument is gone. If a public or 
private servant, after you have given 
perfectly clear and distinct orders, does 
not obey, all I can say is that I should 
join issue with that servant and say, 
“You must carry out my orders and 
policy or go your own way and make 
room for somebody who will.” What I 


wish to ask is what is the policy of the 
Is it Sir Arthur Hard- 
If it is not the 


Government ? 
inge’s or is it not? 

















{COMMONS} 


policy of Sir Arthur Hardinge, will they | acknowledge that the civil servants in 
tell us what their policy is, and whether | Africa are as lawless as some of the 
they will put servants in who will carry ‘church clergymen who are civil servants 
out their policy ? We want action, and ‘in this country? It is a very serious 
I think the country will call upon the | position for the Government to take up, 
Government to carry out their policy. ; When they make statements from that 
We are the only European Government | bench on this question they have a right 
in Africa whose servants have acknow-/|to be true and loyal to the House of 
ledged the legal position of slavery. A} Commons. They should see that their 
nice position for us to occupy at the end | servants in Africa, whoever they are and 
of the nineteenth century. We were the | whatever they are doing, carry out the 
leaders of the great anti-slavery move- policy which they lay cown and which 
ment at the beginning of the century, and | this House lays down as the proper and 
we are the last European power in Africa | correct policy. Clearly the policy of Sir 
to-day paying, by a Vote of this House, | Arthur Hardinge is not the policy which 
a servant who acknowledges the legal has been laid down, and it is quite time 
status of slavery. That is a strong state-| that the Government said which of these 
ment to make. Let us see whether it is | two policies is going to be the policy of 
correct or not. It is well to bear in mind | the future. There are some very ugly 
what the facts are. In Mr. Lloyd’s court rumours in these two islands which I 
near Mombasa there is a British judge | think require investigation—rumours that 
paid for by a Vote of this House British subjects, in a way which we all 
under the Consul General whose | know is absolutely illegal; are themselves 
salary we are discussing at the | interested directly or indirectly in this 
present moment. On the court /slave traffic, and that that is one 
house the British flag flies, and the}of the reasons that Sir Arthur 
whole process is carried on in the name | Hardinge does. not carry out the 
of Her Majesty. A slave owner appears | instructions of the Government. I 
before him and declares that a certain | do not know whether it is true or not. 
woman is his property. She repudiates | It has been told me often enough that 
the claim and asks for freedom, but does | that is one of the reasons. If it is so, the 
not get it. Mr. Lloyd in a British court | Government should not protect any 
hands her back to her master. 
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We want | British subject who has got any remunera- 
to know what the Government are going | tion or advantage from the slave trade. 
The law is perfectly clear that it is a 
_ criminal offence for any of Her Majesty’s 
| subjects to hold slaves, or take any profit 
‘or get any advantage from slavery. If 
|there is not some truth in these ugly 
‘rumours, why does not Sir Arthur 
| Hardinge carry out the policy so often 
| expressed by Her Majesty’s Government? 
| These magistrates are acknowledging the 
legal status of slavery. What is their 
| position if they come to England and you 
| had one of these decisions to cite against 
‘them? Their position is that they have 
/committed a criminal offence, and you 
would have the Attorney General defend- 
| ing these men in acriminal charge. We, 
|as a great nation whose traditions have 
' been on this question honourable and true, 
| have taken the islands of Pemba and Zan- 
| zibar, and an immense territory in Africa, 
| with the responsibility of tens of millions 
of natives—we have taken these in the 
face of Europe to do what? ‘To stop the 


to do. 
back slaves from the mission stations to 
their masters who claim them? If the 
Government say they propose to make 
no change, all [ can say is that if they 
will stick to that then they are in abso- 
lute harmony with Sir Arthur Hardinge, 
and not in harmony with what they 
stated here last year. Are they or are 
they not going to carry out the able 
policy of Sir John Kirk and Sir Harry 
Johnstone? If either of these men was 
Consul General at the islands of Pemba 
and Zanzibar, the country would have 
unlimited confidence in him doing the 
best he could. If we had men there like 
Lord Cromer or Captain Murdo, who has 
charge of the Egyptian slave depart- 
ment, the country would have un- 
limited confidence, but anybody who 
reads the despatches of Sir Arthur 
Hardinge knows that his opinions 
are diametrically opposed to the opinions 


Is Mr. Lloyd to go on handing | 





which the Government have expressed. | slave trade, and we have not up to the 
Are we going to give up the fight with | present time done anything at all to make 
Sir Arthur Hardinge, or are we going to | things better. Before we took over these 


Mr, Bayley. 
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islands, we had a certain number of men- 
of-war protecting the seas from the slave 
trade. Have we the same number of 
men-of-war there now, and are we spend- 
ing the same amount of money ? Why, 
only the other day a ship was going from 
our own territory with a lot of slaves on 
board. It is an impossibility in these two 
countries to run free labour and _ slave 
labour side by side. You must make up 
your mind which it is going to be. Sir 
John Kirk told you in 1884 that one 
thing was certain—that until slavery is | 
dealt with we shall never get free labour, 
that the present system is certain ruin, 


that it is neither free labour nor slavery. | 


If you have slave labour, what is the 
position of free labour? You have got 
to wipe your hands of the whole thing, 
or let the people go on with their slavery. | 
Sir John Philip “knew the country, and | 
fought for the principle of freedom which | 
the | present representative of Her Majesty | 
is not fighting for. Sir Arthur Hardinge 
is fighting to the best of his ability for. 
vested interest, and the party of slavery. 
He said on 13th March, 1884, that he 
believed the non-recognition of slavery by | 


the law was essential to prosperity. Is i 


If the | 


the Government of that opinion ? 
Government is of that opinion, why don’t 
they carry it out and take away the men 
who are not carrying out their instruc- 
tions? There is no greater authority 


than Sir John Kirk, and so far as you | 
have gone in Pemba in the direction of | 
giving freedom, which is very little, and | 
his last | 
report admits it—so far as you have gone | 
you have only touched the fringe of it. | 
/admit that nothing whatever has been 


even Sir Arthur Hardinge in 


J ae ‘ as . 
There is an amount of prosperity going 


on now which Pemba never knew before. | 
You should be strongly determined to | 


carry out the policy which has been so | 
often stated on that bench without any | 
waverings or argument with your servant. 


It is past the time for arguing between | 


master and man, and if you take the | 
strong position the country expect, and 
which you promised to take, you need not 
fear anybody, but you may rest assured 
that when you do something to elevate 
these two islands, and to bring prosperity 
to them, you will leave at any rate a 
record that at the end of the nineteenth | 


and the beginning of the twentieth cen- | 
tury you have done something for the | 


freedom and betterment of humanity. 

*Mr. DUCKWORTH — (Lancashire, 
Middleton) : 
VOL. LXXXIV. [FourtH SERIEs. | 
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| House so repeatedly with excuses. 


ment is long ago past. 


I wish to say how greatly | 
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disappointing our attitude to-night is on 
this subject, which has been brought so 
repeatedly before the House. The pro- 
gress of emancipating the slaves in Kast 
Africa is very slow, and I am sure it must 
be to the right hon. Gentleman himself 
very unsatisfactory. The decree abolish- 
ing the legal status of slavery in the 
islands of Zanzibar and Pemba was passed 
in Parliament in April, 1897; that is 
three years ago. What I want to empha- 
sise is that, not only has there been no 
progress, or very little progress, in these 
islands, but what to my mind is more 
serious and important still, that nothing 
has been done on the strip of mainland 
'which is administered from the Foreign 
| Office, and ‘where we are told there are 
| some 200,000 slaves. I put a question to 
the right ‘hon. Gentleman asking if any- 
thing had been done on this strip of 
| mainland, and he had to reply in the 
negative. I had been informed during 
the recess that something had been done, 
and I sent a letter to the right hon. Gen- 
_tleman, which he never answered. Hence 
my question to-day. In August, 1897, 
the First Lord of the Treasury promised 
in this House that the same conditions 
should be brought about on the mainland 
that obtained in theislands. In February last 
year the right hon. Gentleman the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs said to a 
| deputation that waited upon him that the 
Government had not departed from Mr. 
Balfour’s pledge, and at the earliest 
opportunity they hoped to carry out the 
same measures on the mainland as were 
already in existence in the islands, and 
yet he has to come before us to-night and 





| 


done in reference to the freeing of the 
slaves on the mainland. It must be very 
| disagreeable to the right hon. Gentleman 
/himself to have to stand before this 
Just 
look at these excuses brought before us 
in answer to our questions and arguments 
from time totime. At one time they say 
they are watching the experiment in the 
islands before they do anything on the 
mainland. Surely the time for experi- 
Then they go on 
to say that they are afraid there may be 
| outbursts and disturbances on the main- 
land if they begin to unsettle affairs. 

Then the troubles in Uganda are pleaded 


/as an excuse why nothing is done. 
| Then the difficulty, forsooth, of obtaining 
free labour has been pleaded as an excuse. 


H 
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But the last excuse is, I think, the 
emptiest and most unreasonable of all. 
The right hon. Gentleman has said again 
and again as an excuse why nothing has 
been done, “ We cannot break our pledge 
to the Sultan.” I wish the Government 
were as strong in keeping their pledges 
when human beings are before them or 
interested in what they are doing, as they 
are when it is a matter of bonds, and gold 
which are at stake. 
protect the Armenians, but 


100,000 of them to be butchered. Now 


when about 200,000 slaves are in exist- | 
ence on this strip of mainland, we are | 


year by year met with this excuse that 
nothing is done on their behalf, and the 
right hon. Gentleman is compelled, I am 
sure much against his own nature, dispo- 
sition and feeling, to stand in his place 
and simply make excuses to the House. 


What is there in this last excuse, so often | 


used, and which very likely will be used 


again by the right hon. Gentleman to- | 
night $ It is said that Lord Kimberley be- | 


fore he left office in 1895 gave some pledge 
or understanding which is binding on the 
present Government. What is this pledge 
or understanding ! 


“On the Ist July, 1895, Sir Arthur Hardinge, | 


on behalf of Her Majesty’s Government, took 
over at Mombasa the administration of the 
mainland territories of the Sultan of Zanzibar, 


previously carried on by the Imperial British | 


East Africa Company. Previous to doing so 
he had inquired of Her Majesty’s Government 
whether, on assuming the administration, he 
might assure the Arabs that the Mohammedan 
law and religion would be maintained. The 
Earl of Kimberley, then Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, replied that he might make it 


clear that as regards religion and law and the | 


Sultan’s sovereignty, no difference was made 
by the change.” 


How was this interpreted to the Arabs | 
and the slave dealers on the mainland | 


and in the islands of Pemba and Zanzibar 1 
This is an extract given from the despatch 


written by Sir Arthur Hardinge, in July, | 


1895, describing a public meeting which 
had been held in Mombasa, and attended 
by the Wali and the leading Arabs, when 
Sir Lloyd Matthews is stated to have 
made a speech in Swahili, of which the 
following is a translation— 

“‘T have come here eed by order of our 
Lord, Seyyid Hamed-bin-Thwain, to inform 
you all that the company have retired from the 
administration of his territory, and that the 
great English Government will succeed it, and 
Mr. Hardinge, the consul-general at Zanzibar, 
will be the head of the new administration, 
and will issue all orders in the territory under 
the sovereignty of His Highness. And all 


Mr. Duckworth. 
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| be conducted to the honour and benefit of re. 
| ligion, and all ancient customs will be allowed 
| to continue, and his wish is that everything 
| should be done in accordance with justice and 
law.” 
| That is now interpreted as something in- 
tended to cover slavery. Since then we 
have had Lord Kimberley’s emphatic 
denial that any pledge with regard to 
slavery was given at all. I shall not 
repeat it. It has been brought before the 
House, and it has been in the public press, 
I have emphasised the words that “all 
ancient customs will be allowed to con- 
tinue.” It was never intended that these 
words should be put there, but they have 
been read into it purposely, I am afraid, to 
include the continuation of slavery on the 
'mainland. Why have not the Government 
pointed this out to their officials? Why 
have they allowed five years to go on 
without pointing out that they madea 
| great mistake ? They have done that to 
their credit in another instance to which 
[I will now refer. In Apfril there issued 
‘from the Foreign Office a remarkable 
paper. I suppose it has been sent to all 
Members of Parliament as it has been 
sent to me, but perhaps many may not 
have gone through it carefully. It is 
worthy of careful perusal, for it is a most 
remarkable document. It refers to corre- 
spondence respecting slavery and_ the 
‘slave trade in East Africa and the islands 
of Zanzibar and Pemba. This corre. 
spondence referred to the capture of slave 
dhows in Zanzibar Harbour, and also to 
an inquiry as to certain kidnapping of 
people by Arabs, who watched their 
opportunity, ranon to the mainland, set the 
villages on fire, and while the people were 
/running half mad with. fear they kid- 
napped them, put them into these dhows, 
packed like herrings, and sailed away in 
order to sell them as slaves in Arabia. 
This shows that there is still need for 
great vigilance on the part of those who 
are sent to coast about in these waters, 
and it is very interesting to find that our 
“handy men ” can not only fight in South 
| Africa, but can also look after their duty 
| on these coasts, and endeavour to prevent 
| this kidnapping of people and the selling 
| of human beings into slavery. Wherever 
| they can they pounce on these inhuman 
| fiends and bring them, as they deserve to 
| be brought, to justice. These papers 
| reveal another striking instance, showing 
the bias of our officials in favour of the 


affairs connected with the faith of Islam will 


| Arabs and against the freedom of these 
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people according to law. I will not! 
trouble the Committee, as I might, 
by reading the correspondence in| 
this paper ; Members can _ read 
it for themselves. I will merely 
summarise a few of the things so as to 
give a clear idea of the facts of the case. 
It appears that a circuit court, at which 
a British official presides, was instituted 
for the purpose of carrying out the Sultan’s 
decree, and slaves who claimed their free- 
dom under that decree, and gave their 
names and the names of their masters 
and satisfactory proof of their identity, 
were liberated in great numbers. That 
this was satisfactory to the right hon. | 
(ientleman’s predecessor in office is shown | 
clearly enough. Mr. Curzon said on the 
10th February, 1898— 
“that the case of any slave thus applying for 
his freedom must be settled at once.” 
This was evidently too wide a door and 
too easy a way for these officials on the 
mainland. They complained that many 
of these freed slaves became vagrants, 
and so, forsooth, to prevent men becom- 
ing vagrants they must be deprived of 
their liberty and kept in slavery. These 
ofticials put into force a supplementary 
article of the decree, which said-— 
“that any person whose right of freedom 
shall have been formerly recognised shall be 
bound on pain of being declared a vagrant to 
show that he possesses a regular domicile and 
means of subsistence.” 
I take it that there are a great number of 
men in this country who would have a 
difficulty in doing that, but we do not 
put them into slavery or even into prison 
hecause of their inability to do so. But 
that is not the worst. These freedom- 
loving representatives of ours interpreted 
this article in their own way. They said 
that it referred to the condition of a 
slave before, and not after, he secured his 
liberty, and so they sent out notices that 
before they were freed the slaves must 
agree with someone to give them a home 
and land to cultivate, and secondly— 
“When they have found a place to live in 
they must bring with them the owner or some 
responsible person or a letter to state that 
they (the —— employers) will be respon- 
sible for the future of the freed slave settling - 
on their land and will give them land to | 
cultivate.” 
This is part of a letter, and if I could 
give the Committee the whole of it they 
would find that the writer, Mr. Armitage, | 
one of the agents of the Friends’ Indus- 
trial Mission, goes on to say that many 
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cases of hardship occur through obstacles 
being placed in the way of slaves obtain- 
ing their freedom. Many had to walk 
long distances ; they waited about the 
Court for several days and then returned 
very much disheartened because they had 
not secured their liberty. And no 
wonder! He then goes on to say— 

“A slave now to obtain his freedom must 

leave his master’s shamba and run the risk— 
no light one—of being arrested as a vagrant 
while he is endeavouring to find an employer, 
and when he has found such a man the ques- 
tion asked will be, ‘Are you free?’ and if the 
reply is ‘No, ‘Go and get free first’ is certain 
to follow. The man goes to the court, and, 
after waiting probably several days before he 
can even obtain admission there, finds all his 
trouble in vain, he must tramp back again to 
his prospective employers, who in all proba- 
bility will decline to go to the Court or give 
the man a letter. And who could conscien- 
tiously make himself responsible for the future 
of a free man who could at any time leave the 
shamba when he chose? How is such a man 
to live honestly while endeavouring to carry 
out these orders? Is not this new rule more 
likely to cause vagrancy than to stop it? If, 
on the other hand, a man has got his freedom, 
and can show his medal or his papers (papers are 
not being given now), and say,‘I am a free 
man,’ he will, without doubt, at once obtain 
work. Mr. Farler himself supports this view, 
for you will notice he says in his letter : 
‘ There are hundreds of people ready and glad 
to make arrangements with freed slaves, but 
he does not suggest they would make arrange- 
ments with them before they are freed. The 
sort of people likely to trouble the country as 
vagrants are not those, in my opinion, who 
take all the trouble which is involved in 
attending the Court and obtaining freedom. 
In nearly all cases it occupies several days, and 
is tedious and trying in the extreme.” 
If this is not a way how not to do it, I 
do not know what is. I could say a great 
deal more upon this point, but I will not 
detain the Committee. I am very glad 
that in this matter the Foreign Secretary, 
Lord Salisbury, has put an end to this 
nonsense, and I wish the Government 
would show the same decision, firmness, 
and. determination all through. What 
has he done? He has shown very clearly 
that these officials have put their own 
interpretation on this matter. Let me 
read the following— 

“The Marquess of Salisbury has had under 
his consideration your letter of the 28rd 
ultimo, in which you draw attention to the 
circumstances in which effect is being given in 
the Island of Pemba to the decree issued by 
the Sultan of Zanzibar in April, 1897, abolish- 
ing the legal status of slavery. 

“The interpretation which Mr. Farler 
appears to have placed on Article 4 of that 
decree, and to which you specially allude, is 
not one’ which commends itself to Her 
Majesty’s Government. 
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“In Article 4 the expression, ‘Any person , 
whose right to freedom shall have been for- | 
mally recognised under the second Article, 
shall be liable to any tax, abatement, corvéec, | 
or payment in lieu of corvée, which our 
Government may at any time hereafter see fit | 
to impose on the general body of its subjects, 
and shall be bound, on pain of being declared 


a vagrant, to show that he possesses a regular | 


domicile and means of subsistence,’ should not 
be interpreted as laying any obligation on the 
slave to find someone to be responsible for his 
future good behaviour. 

“Lord Salisbury has accordingly instructed 
the Actirg British Agent and Consul General 
at Zanzibar by telegraph in this sense, and has 
at the same time directed that the cases which 
had been decided in accordance with the above 
interpretation of the decree should be reheard 
without delay.” 

Would the Committee believe it—the 
right hon. Gentleman himself who sits 
opposite signed that telegram, and yet he 
comes here and stands up in his place and 
screens these officials. Again and again 
he has attempted to ssreen them, to 
defend them, and to apologise for them. 
Even the reply sent to this telegram, 
which will be found in this Paper, shows 
the spirit of these men and that they 
ought to be dealt with as we should all 
deal with them if they were servants of 
our own. Acting Consul Basil Cave has 
learned his lesson from Sir Arthur 
Hardinge, and he shows in his reply to 
the Foreign Secretary what sort of man 
he is, clearly indicating that just as a man 
convinced against his will is of the same 
opinion still, so he is, in spite of what 
Lord Salisbury says. He 
lecture Lord Salisbury, and to tell him 
what the consequences will be if such a 
course is carried out. The 
General has been on _ his holidays ; 
he is back again at his duty; 
but while he was on _ his holidays 
he touched at the Cape, and attended 
a public meeting there, at which he 
brought up this question of slavery and 
sneered at the sentimentality of Exeter 
Hall and about “unctuous rectitude.” 
The fact is, that these officials hob-nob 
with the Arabs in these quarters, as is 
quite clear from the letters in the paper 
to which I have referred. When Sir 
Arthur Hardinge got back to his duties 
he went to inspect the different places, 
Of course, when people know that the 
“head boss” is coming they prepare for 
him, and he sees what they want him to 
see. A man can go to Africa without 
seeing lions, but if he goes to see lions 
and looks for them he will find them: 
And so the head man, the Consul 


{COMMONS} 


goes on to, 


Consul | 
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General, went round to see these places, 


_and he concludes his Report to the Foreign 


Secretary with these words— 


“The Arabs, reassured by the recular pay- 

ment of compensation, are appreciative of its 
justice, and, on the whole, are well disposed 
towards it. They recently showed, indeed, 
their good feeling by the unprecedented step 
of decorating the town of Chaki Chaki with 
flags and bunting last Christmas Day in 
honour of the chief religious festival of the 
English officials working in their midst. The 
impression derived by me from my visit of in- 
spection to Pemba was one of steady progress, 
reflecting much credit on the Sultan’s Govern- 
ment and its officers. The contrast between 
the state of the island to-day and on the 
occasion of my first visit to it in the latter 
part of 1894, before any attempt had been 
made to introduce European control, is 
undoubtedly very striking.” 
What a burlesque! Mohammedans cele- 
brating Christmas with Christians, and 
both preventing the slaves who have a 
legal right to their liberty from securing 
it. This is a serious matter, and I feel 
sure that Parliament will not much 
longer allow the right hon. Gentleman to 
stand up and excuse these officials, who 
are not carrying out as they ought the 
law of the country. What is more, I feel 
sure that the country will not stand it. 
There is a very strong feeling in the con- 
stituencies on this question, and if it 
were not that so much attention is taken 
up by the lamentable war in South 
Africa, we should hear more of this 
matter than we have heard. England is 
still the home of the free, and I hope she 
will continue to be. 


“Tis the land of the free, 
So it ever shall be ; 
Her children no fetters can bind. 
Ere Britons are slaves 
She shall sink in the waves, 
And leave not a vestige behind. 


If the African stand 
But once on her strand, 
That moment his shackles are broke ; 
A captive no more, 
He leaps on her shore, 
And shakes from his shoulders the 
yoke.” 
But not only have poets sung the praises 
of the liberty of this Empire, but orators 
and statesmen have used their burning 
eloquence on this glorious theme, and in 
the words of one who was able to 
speak on this subject with great 
eloquence, I will close these remarks. 

“ T speak ’—said he—“in the spirit of the 
British law, which makes liberty commensu- 
rate with and inseparable from British soil, 
which proclaims, even to the stranger and 
sojourner the moment he sets his foot on British 
earth, that the ground on which he treads is 
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holy, and consecrated by the genius of uni- 
versal emancipation. 
language his doom may have been pronounced ; 


po matter what complexion, incompatible with | 


freedom, an Indian or an African sun may have 
burned upon him; no matter in what 
disastrous battle his liberty may have been 
broken down ; no matter with what solemni- 


ties he may have been devoted upon the altar | 


of slavery—the first moment he touches the 
sacred soil of Britain the altar and the god 
sink together in the dust, his soul walks abroad 
in her own majesty, his body swells beyond 
the measure of his chains, that burst from 
around, and he stands redeemed, regenerated, 
and disenthralled by the irresistible genius of 
universal emancipation.” 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 


STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. | 


3RODRICK, Surrey, Guildford): By the 
rules of the House I can only deal 
with the discussion initiated by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Forest of Dean, and the particular motion 
with which he concluded his speech. 
3ut I can say that the remarks made 
by hon. Members respecting Asiatic 
Turkey will receive careful attention, 
and that I do not think there is any 
indication of a serious change in the 
policy which the Government have pre- 
viously carried out. The right hon. 
Gentleman referred to the question of 
Abyssinia, and asked the Government to 
make a statement as to the present posi- 
tion of the frontier negotiations. That 
is not in our power at the present time to 
do. The negotiations have been going 
on for a considerable period, and are 
being conducted in a wholly amicable 
fashion with the Emperor Menelik, but 
they depend almost entirely upon the 
progress of the survey of territory. That 


survey has made some progress, but the | 


surveying party have met with very 
great difficulties, and until that work is 
accomplished it will be impossible for us 
to make any statement as to the line of 
demarcation to be adopted. The right 
hon. Gentleman very rapidly diverged 
from that subject to one which has 
always interested the House very much— 
namely, the question of slavery, chiefly 
on the mainland of East Africa. I find 
some difficulty in answering the criticisms 
which have been made to-night, not be- 
cause they contain any fresh matter, but 
because though I have been Under Seere- 
tary of Foreign Affairs for something less 
than two years ; but during that time I 
have had to trouble the House with no 
less than six or seven set speeches—made 


in reply not to fresh orators, but on every | 
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No matter in what | 
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| occasion to almost identically the same 
speakers, who have, if I may say so 
without disrespect, almost always em- 
| ployed identically the same arguments. I 
do not say they have all diverged into 
the poetic vein of the hon. Gentleman 
who has just spoken. He, at least, has 
| added a fresh lustre of quotation to a 
well-worn theme, but most of the speeches 
I confess I know almost by heart, and a 
great deal better than I know the speeches 
I have made in reply tothem. The point 
I have to make in the very few remarks 
I propose to address to the Committee 
on the subject is that there is no differ- 
ence of principle between Her Majesty’s 
Governmentand those who have addressed 
us with such vigour. The desire for the 
abolition of slavery is absolutely identical 
in all quarters of the House. The only 
question between us is whether in this 
particular case it is practicable or desir- 
able that the transition from the one 
state to the other should be abrupt 
or gradual. Hon. Members who have 
spoken to-night press for an abrupt 
transition; the Government think they 
should content themselves in the 
case of the mainland strip of about ten 
miles in breadth, with a gradual transi- 
tion. I submit that, in view of the 
decision which has been come to on pre- 
vious occasions, it lies with those who 
oppose this policy, which is the policy 
of the late Government as well as of the 
present Government, to show that some 
evils are occurring, that those who have 
administered the law have been found not 
to have acted in accordance with the ex- 
pectations which had been formed. But 
this evening we have not had one shred 
or.suggestion of evidence that anything 
_ has occurred in connection with slavery on 
the east coast of Africa to justify this 
House in supposing that the expectations 
which were held out have not been 
fulfilled. We have not had one case of 
cruelty or of complaint brought before 
us; we have had only one breach of the 
law, and that was three or four years old, 
and had already been disposed of. 

Mr. BAYLEY: Her Majesty’s repre- 
sentative at Mombasa is yet acting con- 
| trary to the law with regard to slavery 
there ; he is doing so to-night I believe. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
did not bring before us any specific cases. 
What the hon. Member did was to con- 
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tent himself with a very general charge 
against Sir Arthur Hardinge of a most 
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libellous character, and which he did not {advantage of the power of becoming 


support by a tittle of argument or evi- 
dence. The hon. Member said that Sir 
Arthur Hardinge acted as he did because 
some British subjects were interested in 
the slave traffic. 

Mr. BAYLEY: Excuse me; I said 
there were rumours to that effect, but 
that I did not believe them. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Oh, I beg par- 
don. The hon. Member omitted 


that important qualification. These are 
only rumours, and yet the hon, Member 
says Sir Arthur Hardinge laid him- 
self out to protect the slave trade from a 
corrupt motive, to assist a certain number 
of British subjects whom he did not 
specify. 

Mr. BAYLEY: I said distinctly that 
that was a rumour which was pretty 
generally held. 

*Mr. BRODRICK : Then I appeal to 
the House whether it is desirable that 
hon. Members speaking on mere rumour 
—which I have never heard before, 
although I take a good deal of interest in 
the question—should, without a single 
fact or quotation or tittle of evidence to 
support it, get up here and advertise to the 
four winds of heaven the charge that Sir 
Arthur Hardinge had from a corrupt 
motive over and over again—- 


Mr. BAYLEY: I never used the word 
* corrupt.” 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Over and over 
again—at least half a dozen times—the 
kon. Member declared that Sir Arthur 


Hardinge laid himself out to frustrate the 
intentions of the Government. Now he 
says it is a pure rumour that certain 
British subjects are interested in the 
slave trade. The whole suggestion is an 
absolute fabrication, and the currency the 
hon. Member has given to it appears to 
me to do very little credit to his position 
as a Member of the House of Commans. 
The hon. Member who has just sat down 
said there had been very little progress 
in the islands of Zanzibar and Pemba, 
and that nothing whatever had been done 
on the mainland. These statements are, 
if he will permit me to say so, the very 
reverse of the facts. In the first place, 
with regard to Zanzibar and Pemba, it is 
perfectly true, as I have told the Com- 
mittee on various occasions, that a great 
many of the slaves will not 
Mr. Brodrick. 


take 


ifree which has been given them—a 


power which is pertectly well known 
to every slave throughout the two 
islands. Inexplicable as it may seem to 
us, everybody who has had anything to 
do with the islands or with the position 
of slavery in the islands is aware that 
there is a certain old feudal system be- 
tween the masters and the slaves, that 
where the slaves have been wel! treated, 
they are not desirous of changing their 
position. Consequently, the number who 
have come to the court for emancipation 
has not been as large as we had originally 
hoped and supposed it would be. There 
were, however, nearly 5,000 last year, 
and a very large number were freed with- 
out coming to the court. In the island 
of Pemba last year there was a very 
serious outbreak of small-pox, which 
carried off a large number both of slaves 
and of free-men, and caused an almost 
total cessation of appeals to the court. I 
do not think that anyone, reading the 
Report laid before the House with regard 
to the state of slavery in Zanzibar and 
Pemba, can deny that there is great 
evidence, not only of complete content- 
ment, but of the fact that the change 
being carried out in this gradual 
manner has led to an_ increase in 
the prosperity of these two islands. 
When we come to the mainland strip, it 
is perfectly true that the full measure of 
emancipation which has been given in 
Zanzibar and Pemba, and which my right 
hon. friend foreshadowed in a_ speech 
made four or five years ago in which he 
said that the same system would be car- 
ried out as soon as possible on the main- 
land, has not yet been given. I have 
pointed out on previous occasions the 
difficulties in the way of making a further 
move in that direction as rapidly on the 
mainland as has been done on the islands. 
But there is no question whatever that 
the situation of the two places is wholly 
distinct. The power and influence of the 
Sultan over his subjects in Zanzibar and 
Pemba has been very considerable, and 
has gone a long way towards bringing 
about the present state of things in the 
islands, but that power is not equal on 
the mainland. There has, however, been 
a gradual process of emancipation going 
on there. In the first place the sale and 
purchase of slaves is not allowed, and has 
not been allowed for many years on the 
mainland strip; then all children born of 
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slave parents since 1890 have been born | 


free: then thereare removals from the main- 
land strip, and the employment given in 
the interior being considerable, the induce- 
ment to remove increases emancipation. 


Mr. DUCKWORTH: But they go 
into slavery when they return. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No, I think the | 
hon. Member is mistaken, 





{15 JunE 1900} 


Service Est:mates. 238 
and that, while there were frequent 
debates in this House, not one single case 
of violence or oppression of slaves by their 
masters on the mainland could be alleged. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : I think the right hon. 
Gentleman was not well advised when he 
commented in a somewhat sarcastic way 


/upon the frequent debates on this sub- 


| ject, and on the fact that the same 


Mr. DUCKWORTH : 
come within the ten miles 
master can claim them. 


When they 
limit their | 


#Mr. BRODRICK: I have never heard 
of acase. Then no inheritance can take 
place in slaves except by direct succession. 
The slaves of any man who dies without 
direct or lineal heirs are all freed. The 
consequence is that progress is gradually | 
being made towards complete emancipa- 
tion. It is our desire that that process 
should be accelerated, but in the mean- 
time it must not be supposed for a 
moment because we have not been able to 
accept the views of hon. Members oppo- 
site that any injustice is going on. Those 
who are still slaves on the mainland strip 
are equal to their masters before the law | 
and before the courts. Asin India, under 
the Act which is quoted here as the 
palladium of the liberty of the slave, 
every man who has been a slave is not 
declared by law to be free, but it is 
declared by law that every man who is a 
slave is able to come before the law, 
equally with his master, and as 
against his master. That is the case 
on the mainland of East Africa. The 
consequence is that cruelty, oppression, 
violence, maltreatment, has been, as far 
as we can judge, stopped. If it has not | 
been so, we can count on it that the 
missionary and other bodies would have 
informed us of cases which required look- | 
ing into. I said that I would not trouble 
the House at any great length, because | 
we have on many previous occasions put | 
forward these views, and I can only say | 
that I do not believe Sir Arthur Har- | 
dinge deserves the strictures passed upon | 
him. When the time comes to look back | 
upon Sir Arthur Hardinge’s administra- 
tion as a thing of the past it will be 
remembered that it was under his 
administration that the whole of Zanzibar 
and Pemba had become free, that the pro- 
cess of emancipation was carried on at a 
rapid rate along the East Coast of Africa, 





| expect ? 


| the Colonies. 


speeches were made on each occasion. 
What does the right hon. Gentleman 
This House would not repre- 
sent the general feeling of the great body 
of the British public it on every occasion 
when that Vote came up a discussion was 
not raised upon this question. It is only 
a small point, and it is not easy within so 
limited a compass to use new arguments. 
The same old arguments are in force now 
that were in force four or five years ago, 
and what we complain of is that those 
arguments have so little effect on the 
right hon. Gentleman and his colleagues, 
and their representatives in East Africa. 


| The country has had remarkable patience 


in this matter. I do not know that that 


| patience has always been displayed in the 


same degree as now, for [ remember 
that under the late Government—when 
I confess I was not paying very much 


| attention, except in that left-handed sort 


of way which a man in one Department 
looks upon the affairs of his colleagues in 
another Department—a furious onslaught 
was made on that Government for their 
negligence and remissness, in not dealing 
with this matter, in a much more sum- 
mary and energetic way than has since 
been shown, by the present Secretary for 
I think the right hon, 
Gentleman therefore has no reason to 


complain of the temperate and quiet way 


in which my hon. friends have discussed 
this question to-night or of any renewal 
of this discussion which may periodically 
occur. The right hon. Gentleman has 
said that there could be no abrupé transi- 
tion, and that the transition must be 
gradual. Nobody has asked, I under- 
stand, for an abrupt'transition, but what 
is meant by a gradual transition? The 
right hon. Gentleman has spoken of the 
automatic effect on slavery of the fact 
that all children born of slaves since 1890 
were free. They are, of course, increasing, 
and I suppose there is a certain automatic 
process in the introduction to the world 
of children in those regions ; at the same 
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time, that is very small comfort to those 
born before 1890. They remain in the 
same condition in which they were. It 
is not necessary to bring forward cases of 
excessive cruelty ; what the British public 
and British sentiment object to is the 
thing itself, the status of slavery. What 
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we object to is the existence of men in | 


that condition, whether the slaves are well 
or ill treated. Undoubtedly many of 
them are well treated, just as in the 
Southern States of America there are 
thousands of slaves who were exceedingly 
well treated ; and they showed no desire 
in this case to take advantage of 
the freedom offered. I remember a 
story told by a traveller who met 
a wealthy negro found in a state of 
slavery. ‘The traveller said, ‘“ Why don’t 
you, who are so wealthy, purchase your 
freedom?” The reply was, “No, sir ; 
nigger property is very bad property.” 
He would not invest money in himself. 
That might be the case in Zanzibar and 
elsewhere, but it does not touch the 
fringe of the question. The Government 
must recognise the strong and hereditary 
sentiment in this country in favour of the 
abolition of slavery—the proud idea that 
wherever the Queen’s authority exists 
there can be no such thing as a man being 
the chattel of another. The right hon. 
Gentleman has not shown the Committee 
that there has been any active edort on 
the part of the Government to carry the 
process to the utmost extent in which it 
could be carried. Everyone knows that 
Sir A. Hardinge is one of the most 
efficient servants possessed by the country, 
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that may stand in the way, but, at all 
events, with the greatest possible speed 
that is consistent with the engagements 
and the interests of Her Majesty’s 
Empire in that part of the world. 


ComMANDER BETHELL (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness): What I think upon 
this question—and what a great many of 
those think who speak annually upon it— 
is that Sir Arthur Hardinge has ap- 
parently set himself to put every con- 
ceivable difficulty in the way of meeting 
our views. I will not criticise Sir 
Arthur Hardinge now, for I daresay he is 
doing the best that can be done under 
the circumstances. My right hon. friend 
has complained that the speeches year 
after year have been more or less of the 
same character, but what I want particu- 
larly to ask my right hon. friend is that 
very complicated question’ which arose 
two or three years ago. I desire some 


explanation as to the action of magis- 


and I have not a word to say against him ; | 


but everyone in a position such as his 


is naturally largely influenced by the | 


genius loci ; he sees the difficulties, but he 
is not so alive to the profound sentiment 
of this country. My hon. friends have 
brought forward this matter again from 
the same motives which actuated them 
before. The right hon. Gentleman says 
that the Government have every desire to 
accelerate this process. Let them show 
some evidence of this desire and some 
result of it. Let them make it plain to 
Sir A. Hardinge that the country is 
really in earnest in this matter, that 
it is not a mere pious opinion, a 
mere decayed iradition that there 
should be no slavery under the Queen, 
but that it should be put into force, not 
as the right hon. Gentleman suggested, 
abruptly, or in spite of all the difficulties 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 


trates who are British subjects on the 
ten-mile strip of the mainland with regard 
to questions of slavery which are brought 


before them. The House will re. 
member that two years ago, in 
a short debate on this subject, 


the Attorney Genera! then laid down the 
law with respect to the rights and powers 
of British subjects in dealing with ques 
tions of slavery. We pressed the Attor- 
ney General, and my right hon. friend the 
Leader of the House was good enough to 
say that he would take care that the 
opinion of the Attorney General was 
cabled to the persons concerned ; and this 
was done. We were told that a British 
subject might not adjudicate upon a_per- 
son who had escaped from slavery and 
whose master asked for him back again, 
but that they might adjudicate upon the 
question of ownership of slaves. That 
strikes one as being a very quaint illus- 
tration of the sinuosities of the law. It 
will be interesting to know what the 
magistrates who are British subjects upon 
this ten mile strip now do. Do they ad- 
judicate on any questions at all where 
slaves are concerned ?* Do they confine 
themselves only to those cases where the 
question of ownership is raised as between 
two persons? That is to say, if one 
person has a slave and he is claimed by 
another, I understand from the Attorney 
General’s decision that the British sub- 
ject, being a magistrate, could adjudicate. 
Are those the only cases? It does strike 
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me that it would probably be much better | 


if the British subject refrained from | 
adjudicating upon questions of slavery at, 
all, and those questions might be left to | 
the Mohammedan persons who hold a) 
certain amount of judicial authority in | 
that strip of mainland. It strikes one 
that if a British official is allowed to 
adjudicate in such a case as I have men- 
tioned it is very likely that he would 
attempt to adjudicate on questions of 
returning persons from freedom to 
slavery. There would be a great danger | 
of that, and the House would be glad if 
my right hon. friend could assure us on 
this point, and, if possible, tell us what 
are the duties, the powers, and the re- 
sponsibilities of magistrates upon that 
ten-mile strip who are, at the same time, 
British subjects. I will not join in the 
criticism which has been made upon the 
general question. I think that probably 
I do not go quite as far as many hon. 
Gentlemen on the other side upon this 
subject. I believe there are enormous 
difficulties connected with the question, 
but we must recognise that although for 
something like thirteen or fourteen years 
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we have been pressing this question, it does 
not seem that very much has been done, 
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or that as much has been done as we are 
entitled to expect. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: In reply to my 
hon. friend I may say that last year, 


‘early in March, instructions were issued 


providing that no British official should 
in future administer the law in any case 
involving the sending back of persons 
into slavery. That rule has been strictly 
observed. I have not heard of any case 
coming before one of the Sultan’s judges 
which was governed by the undertaking 
that the religious law should be observed. 
It seems to have been entirely forgotten 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the Opposition that an undertaking 
was given by Lord Kimberley that the 
law should be observed. 

ComMANDER BETHELL : But they do 
adjudicate upon other cases dealing with 
slavery. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, but British 
officials do not adjudicate in any case 
which involves the sending of a slave back 
to a slave-owner. 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 39 ; Noes, 
94. (Division List No. 144.) 


AYES. 


Atherley-Jones, L. 


Barlow, John Emmott Fry, Lewis 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Foster, SirWalter (Derby Co.) | 


O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Pease,Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 





Brigg, John 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Duckworth, James 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A. H. 8.-(Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bethell, Commander 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derby.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
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| Griffith, Ellis J. 


Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 


Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel,J.(Stockton-on-Tees) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


| Souttar, Robinson 


Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | 
M ‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan,W Pritchard( Merthyr 


NOES. 
Charrington, Spencer 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. HonSir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Gedge, Sydney 
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| TELLERS 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Williams,John Carveil (Notts. 
Wilson,Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Charles Dilke and Mr. 
Joseph A. Pease. 


Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St. Geo’s 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon.LordGeorge 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. RobertWm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
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Lowe, Francis William Percy, Earl | Thornton, Perey M. the 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred | Phillpotts, Captain Arthur | Tollemache, Henry James it 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison Pierpoint, Robert om Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) thi 
Macdona, John Cumming ; Pollock, Harry Frederick Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L, 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) | Powell, ‘Sir Francis Sharp Whitmore, Charles Algernon ‘ 
ons gi emma (Liverpool) | Amite ae ss hak momar J. ge ee N 
aleolm, Lan enshaw, Charles Bine illoughby de Eresby, Lore aN. 
mar ps a) mer age egy cua” acted deer adage W. H. (Yorks.) fer 
Milward, Colonel Victor titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson ‘yndham, George tro 
Monckton, Edward Philip eng gs ncuggaas Young, Commander (Berks, E. ask 
Morrell, George Herbert | Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) : 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford | Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) | TELLERS FOR THE NOEs-— rer 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | Skewes-Cox, Thomas | Sir William Walrond and *! 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) Mr. Anstruther. . 
Peel, Wm. Robert Wellesley | Strauss, Arthur ! are 
ma 
Original Question again proposed. nothing better for those regions than that lan 
Mr. ELLIOT (Durham) said he desired ey should enjoy quiet government, and 
to give the right hon. Gentleman who was | “#4 #8 rag ee ; 
. ae estes ~ no eall for the exercise of the influence 
in charge of the Vote an opportunity of ex- ‘ Co! 
plaining what had taken place with of our Consuls. I have been strongly 
regard to the very important matter which urged to make a statement with regard * 
: “pach to the concession made to Russia in 
had been brought before the Committee. — at tawek in Ania Wh That tar 
The noble Lord the Member for Ken- aor . ar Sol age ‘inher en pre 
sington, who spoke with so great ex- ee ee ee ee - if t 
perience of the Turkish Empire, had Turkish and the Russian Governments, 

y » had , ye Ee gra e eraTee ie: mel 
referred to the withdrawal of our Con- = yin veer the ap. cry to 
sular officials, and particularly to the — ¢ th y did m t err adidas i dut 
withdrawal of the Consul at Tiflis. The se % af " ‘- ae pr ald eve po Ind 
noble Lord had pointed out how very de ‘ pace Pp wt a aa r+ of t 
important it was when difficulties arose in ” ah } .— oe f aoe! ths Cc “ 1 “ “ cha 
these distant places that this country ee, ry th i had is Sihegher see: Brit 
should have a trustworthy representative a te agen Be wed | of Fi > , ma hed in \ 
who would inform the Government as to Min. cg h : b a reelenes 4 . We fully is n 
what was likely to take place, and that Sri ers dv ’ ‘ alge atl ir ) tha 
could not be effected if we withdrew our cain tas “sh uk Gael du, ; ie cen 
Consuls. He admitted that on a former rage = ee ge ot . fl ag"? 4 , 
oceasion the right hon. Gentleman was 1 ld ote y : "" nee re Hie a whi 
unable to give a full explanation, because pm vith ‘ a, . a i 
a reduction of his salary having been POY With advantage. aa 
moved he was precluded from going into Question put, and agreed to. _ 
the whole question. Now that there was | 10. £167,186, to complete the sum for Sec 
nothing to prevent the right hon. Gentle- Uganda, Central and East Africa Pro- 2 
man from entering into the question, and tectorates, and Uganda Railway. \ 
he hoped the Committee would be told rn a Petes ; l 
what had been done and what it was ine *SIR CHARLES DILKE said he did Cyy 
tended to do with regard to the matter. —— ve a z' he had said at es se 

:. . |earher period of the session on tne *N 
*Mr. BRODRICK: I do not desire to | . susie 
Smee : oe subject of Uganda; he merely desired to ] 
sr a = nang wl mre es | to ok the Galer Secretary for Foreign mad 
who es the greatest interest in this part | = i a. baat ag . 
of Asia, but fen my hon. friend re tikely by 7% seg ge gus on se 
“wa & give 6 pia a age to what | most unfortunate that this Vote should be the 
we Pa ress ie rae want ai 18 | discussed before the Report was in the the 
avons . is: rather | hands of the Committee. two 
asking for a statement of policy. que: 
The history of Asia Minor during the last | *Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid we to t] 
few months has really been no history at | cannot give the right hon. Baronet any Whex 
all, and that certainly is, from the point | | information upon ‘that point, for this Dinty 
of view of Her Majesty’ s Government, | reason: Sir Harry Johnstone has been un- pares 
most desirable. Whatever might be the | fortunately laid up with an attack of sis i 
influence of our Consuls as a restraining fever, from which he is only just recover- ate 
orce in those regions, we certainly desire | ing, an is has delayed the writing o 
f th gions, tainly d g, and this has delayed the writing of 
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the Report. I very much doubt whether 
it will be ready in time for a discussion 
this session. 


Sm BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): I hope I shall be in order in re- 
ferring to the removal of the native 
troops from Uganda to Somaliland, and 
asking for the Papers relating to such 
removal. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I do not think there 
are any Papers whatever in regard to this 
matter. ‘lhe regiment is now in Somali- 
land. 

Vote agreed to. 


11. £256,955, to complete the sum for 
Colonial Services. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: The Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies is not 
present at the moment, and I do not know 
if there is any member of the Govern- 
ment who can answer the question I wish 
to put as to the number of cases where 
duties have been increased in the West 
Indies. We are granting money in aid 
of these colonies, and yet the traders are 
charged increased duties in some cases on 
British goods. The number of colonies 
in which the duties have been increased 
is not known to me, but I know of some 
that have been raised from 12 to 25 per 
cent. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The question 
which the right hon. Gentleman puts I 
am unable to answer ; perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman will put it down in the 
form of a question to the Colonial 
Secretary. 

Vote agreed to. 

12. £1,000, to complete the sum for 
Cyprus (Grant-in-aid). 


*Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington) desired 
to know whether any progress had been 
made with regard to the conversion of 
the Crimean loan of 1855, a loan which 
intimately affected the question before 
the Committee. The arrangements for 
the conversion of the loan were come to 
two years ago, and although he had asked 
questions on various occasions with regard 
to the matter, he had never received more 
than a postponing answer. He desired to 
know whether the conversion of the loan 
would benefit Cyprus or not. He wished 


to know, first, whether the arrangements 
entered into two years ago for the conver- 
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and I would not refer to the expression 
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sion of the loan had been ratified, or 
whether they had been, or were going to 
be, considered, and whether the arrange- 
ment, if ratified, would have any good 
effect upon the island of Cyprus. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Birm- 
ingham, W.): In answer to the question, the 
hon. Gentleman, I think, is probably aware 
that negotiations have taken place between 
the Government and the Turkish Govern- 
ment. We have always been anxious to 
get terms which would be satisfactory, but 
up to the present we have not been able 
to obtain from the Porte the terms which 
we could accept. 1 do not think the case 
is quite hopeless ; we have arrived nearly 
at an agreement, but at present all I can 
say is that no agreement has been arrived 
at, and I do not know that one will be 
arrived at in the immediate future. But 
I will point out to my hon. friend once 
more that I do not think this is a matter 
in which he is much interested. He is 
concerned on behalf of Cyprus, and I 
have told him before and I will 
tell him again, that if we made the 
best possible arrangement with the port 
as to the conversion of the loan it would 
not benefit Cyprus in the least. 


*Mr. PIERPOINT pointed out that 
whilst every year it was said there was a 
deficiency with regard to Cyprus, that 
fact arose through the island paying the 
debts of the Porte to France and to this 
country. Among the first things hypotiie- 
cated to the repayment of the loan of 
1855 were the customs duties of Smyrna 
and Syriaand the balance of the Egyptian 
tribute. But the customs duties of 


“Smyrna and Syria not being available, 


what had been done was to take the 
tribute from Cyprus, and from that pay 
the debt, the result being that for twenty 
years Cyprus had been paying the debt to 
this country and France. France bene- 
fited to the extent of £40,000 and this 


country to the extent of £10,000 a year. 


So that, in fact, instead of receiving, as 
was constantly said, £30,000 a year, 
Cyprus paid £60,000 to this country and 
to France. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I admire 
the tenacity of my hon. friend, and 
I fear it is hopeless to convince 
him, after what has taken place ot. 
previous occasions, that he is mistaken, 
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he used at all but for the fact that these | 


continual discussions are repeated in 
Cyprus, and have the effect there of 
making the people believe they are 
badly treated by Great Britain ; and when 
a gentleman of the authority and _ posi- 
tion of my hon. friend confirms that 
statement it is difficult to persuade them 
that really the rule of Great Britain has 
been of enormous benefit and advan- 
tage. Therefore, I must repeat, Cyprus 
has no claim whatever in this matter. 
Cyprus was in the position of a tributary 
tothe Porte. When we took over the 
island a commision was appointed to de- 
cide the average amount of the tribute. 
That was the liability which we took over 
with Cyprus. If we had nothing to do 
with Cyprus we would still be under the 
liability to pay this tribute to the Porte. 
It does not matter one brass farthing 
to Cyprus what becomes of the tribute 
after it has been collected. It has no con- 
cern in the distribution of the money. 
When we came into possession we under- 
took to pay this money to the Porte 
in the first instance, but it was con- 
venient to intercept it for the payment of 
the debtors of the Porte; and therefore 
a large proportion of it went to France 
which now has a much better security for 
its debt, and we took the balance. The 
hon. Member said that this country made 
money out of Cyprus. That is absolutely 
a mistake. We do not make a farthing. 
On the contrary, Cyprus costs us every 
year a varying sum—£18,000 one year 
and £30,000 another year. And we do 
what the Porte could never have done. 
We are now engaged on harbour works, 
railway works, and irrigation works. We 
have pledged our credit for a sum of 
£60,000 ; and we are employed on experi- 
mental irrigation works which promise 
extremely well, and which I hope will 
justify a larger expenditure in future, 
The taxation has been rearranged, being 
made less arbitrary and oppressive ; and 
although we have not done all that we 
might have done, we effected a consider- 
able improvement in the condition of the 
island. In tribute, Cyprus does not pay 
one penny more to us than she would 
have done if the Porte still had authority 
in the island. 


Vote then agreed to. 


3. £14,350, to complete the sum for 
eevee to Telegraph Companies. 
Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 


'ment were then 
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*Sir CHARLES DILKE said that in 
a recent debate which took place on the 
subject of telegraphs the strategic cables 
which were those subsidised, and which 
were the subject of this Vote, were the 
object of some remarks, and the Govern- 
asked whether their 
attention had been called to the desir- 
ability of landing the cables which 
joined us to them on the Irish coast, 
where the water was deep, rather than 
on the coast of Cornwall, where the water 
was for a long way out very shallow. 
Obviously it would be very much easier 


'to cut a eable which was laid in shallow 


water than if the water was deep. He 
pointed out that the companies interested 
in the Vote had issued a circular in which 
they alleged that it was just as easy to 
cut’ a cable laid in deep water as in 
shallow, but in the recent debate he had 
not spoken without taking the highest 
opinion upon the subject, and that opinion 
was entirely and directly «pposed to the 
opinion of the telegraph companies. He 
merely desired now to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman the Seeretary to the Treasury 
to call the attention of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer and the First Lord of the 
Admiralty to the matter, so that they 
might consider the advisability of landing 


‘ these cables on the Irish coast. 


Mr. HANBURY: The question has 


been considered both by the Admiralty 


‘and the War Office not so much with re- 


gard to the cables to which the right hon. 
Baronet calls attention now, but with 
regard to the general question. The 
whole question of landing these cables in 
deep water has been considered. 


Vote agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported upon 
Monday next; Committee to sit again 


upon Monday next. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I beg to move 
that the House do now adjourn. — It _ has 
long been the rule that Private Members’ 
Orders should not be taken on an evening 
devoted to Supply, and I think that the 
same rule should apply to the Govern- 
ment Orders also. 


and Question, ‘ That 


Motion made, 
: ” . 
adjourn,” —(Jfr. 


this House do now 


| Balfour)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at Eleven of 
the clock till Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | Also the Certificates that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the 
Monday, 18th June, 1900. | following Bills :— 
—— ' Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 3). 
— eons Metropolitan Common Scheme (Peters- 
Petition of Lucius William, Baron | ham) Provisional Order. 


Inchiquin in the Peerage of Ireland, : : 
claiming a right to vote at the elections | Also the Certificate that the Standing 


of Representative Peers for Ireland ; read, | Orders applicable to ; the following Bill 
and referred to the Lord Chancellor to have been complied with :—- 


consider and report thereupon to the yea) Government Provisional Orders 
House. ! (No. 4). 


ae See ’ | And also the Certificate that the further 

; The Right Honourable Sir Richard ' Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
i Everard Webster, G.C.M.G., late Her ing Bill have not been complied with :— 

Majesty’s Attorney General, Keeper or |; ; eo ; 

Master of the Rolls and Records of the | Roe’s Patent (Petition for Bill). 

Court of Chancery in England, having! ‘The same were ordered to lie on the 
p been created Baron Alverstone of Alver-| TyhJo. 
stone in the Isle of Wight and county of | 


Southampton—was (in the usual manner) | worKINGTON RAILWAYS AND DOCKS 
introduced. BILL [H.1.]. 


| Witnesses ordered to attend the Select 
REPRESENTATIVE PEERS FOR | Committee. 


; IRELAND. 
* Writs and Returns electing the Viscount | MORECAMBE URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
§ Frankfort de Montmorency a Representa- , CIL (GAS) BILL. 


& tive Peer for Ireland in the room of the, A witness ordered to attend the Select 
late Lord Inchiquin, deceased ; with the | Committee. 
* Certificate of the Clerk of the Crown in | 


* Ireland annexed thereto. Delivered (on: sp exaANDRA PARK (PETITION FOR 
¥ oath), and Certificate read. BILL). 


ROE’S PATENT (PETITION FOR BILL), 
. | Examiner’s Certificates of non-compli- 
_ The Marquess of Winchester sat first ance with the Standing Orders referred 
in Parliament after the death of his to the Standing Orders Committee on 


SAT FIRST. 





¢ brother. | Friday next. 

d TOOK THE OATH. LONDON AND SOUTH WESTERN 
* The Viscount Frankfort de Mont- RAILWAY BILL. 

g morency took the Oath. Report of Her Majesty’s Attorney 
t General received, and ordered to lie on 
: mies the Table. 

, PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

x NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER 


as j ahs 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments formed the House that the opposition to 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates | the Bt was —_—. The Orders 
from the Examiners that the further | ™@d¢ on the Ist and 28th of May last 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- discharged, and Bill committed for Mon- 


ing Bills have been complied with :— day next. 
Bradford Corporation. i GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
Great Western Railway. | The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway. formed the House that the opposition to 
VOL. LXXXIV. [FourtH Srries.] K 
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the Bill was withdrawn. The Orders 
made on the 30th of April and the 28th 
of May last discharged, and Bill com- 
mitted. 


WALSALL CORPORATION BILL [H.L.]. 


Reported from the Select Committee | 
with Amendments. 


WIDNES AND RUNCORN BRIDGE 
BILL. 


The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported with Amendments. 


RAMSGATE CORPORATION 
MENTS BILL [H.L.]. 


IMPROVE- 


Amendments. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 24, and committed. 
SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL. 

Read 24, and committed. The Commit- | 
tee to be proposed by the Committee of | 
Selection. 


! 
| 


LANCASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, AND | 
EAST COAST RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 2¢, and committed. | 


LIVERPOOL OVERHEAD RAILWAY 
BILL [H.L.]. 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


SOUTHPORT WATER BILL. 
HASTINGS HARBOUR BILL. 











MAIDENHEAD GAS BILL. 
Read 34, and passed. 


7 
t 


HOYLAKE AND WEST KIRBY IM- 
PROVEMENT BILL. 
SOUTHPORT EXTENSION AND TRAM. 
WAYS BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 





{LORDS} 


The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill | 
reported from the Select Committee with | 


| PORTLAND URBAN 
| BILL. 


| GLASTONBURY 


FISHGUARD WATER 
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FARNWORTH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE, COMMERCIAL 
GAS, AND SOUTH METROPOLITAN 
GAS COMPANIES BILL. 

| HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. 


| HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION TRAM. 
WAYS BILL. 


| JARROW AND HEBBURN ELEC TRICITY 
| SUPPLY BILL 


KING SCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL 


LAMBETH WATER BILL. 
“LONDON AND SAINT KATHERINE 
| DOCKS AND EAST AND WEST INDIA 
| DOCK COMPANIES BILL. 
| 
| METROPOLITAN —— RAILWAY 
BILL. 





| 


MID-KENT WATER BILL. 


"NEWRY, KEADY, AND TYNAN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


DISTRICT GAS 


LIGHT 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 


| SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAM- 
ROAD BILL. 


WANDSWORTH AND PUTNEY 
BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


GAS 


read 1¢; 


CORPORATION GAS 
BIL 


4 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL [H.L. }. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with an Amendment. 


DORKING WATER BILL [H.L.]. 


AND GAS BILL 
[H.L. |. 


{MOUNTAIN ASH WATER BILL [H-1.}. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


MANCHESTER SHIP CANAL BILL 
[H.L. }. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 
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WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [#.L.]. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Lord Crofton be proposed 
to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bills in the place 
of the Lord Crawshaw ; read, and agreed 
to. 





PROVISIONAL 
(LONDON) 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.L. ]. 


HAMILTON BURGH BILL. 


HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND 
WISHAW TRAMWAYS BILL. 


AIRDRIE, COATBRIDGE, AND DISTRICT | 
WATER TRUST BILL. 


AIRDRIE AND COATRIDGE TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 


LEE CONSERVANCY BILL. 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Earl of Buckinghamshire 
be proposed to the House as a member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills in 
the place of the Earl of Lichfield ; read, 
and agreed to. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
to be printed ; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. (No. 109.) 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [H.1.]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL [H.L.]. | 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL [H.L.]. | 


Committed. The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [fu.t.]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [H.1.}. 


Committed to a Committee of the | 
whole House. 


{ 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [H.1.]. | 

Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. | 
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PROVISIONAL | 


before Her 
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GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
L [H.1.]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [H.t.]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [H.1.]. 


Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


tETURNS, REPORTS, 


ETC. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the following Papers 
| having been commanded to be ‘presented 
to this House by Her Majesty had been 
|so presented on the following dates by 


| delivery to the Clerk of the Parliaments, 


| pursuant to Order of the House of the 
17th February, 1896, viz :— 


Trade Reports— 


I. Annual Series— 


No. 2436. United States (Trade 
of the Philippine Islands, 
1899). (May 31.) 


No. 2437. China (Pakhoi) ; 

No. 2438. Italy (Genoa and 
District) ; 

No. 2439. Netherlands (Amster- 
dam); 

No. 2440. France(Pondicherry); 

No. 2441. Turkey (Beirut and 
Coast of Syria) ; 

No. 2442. Persia (Persian Gulf); 

No. 2443. China (Swatow). 
(June 6.) 


No. 2444. Japan (Yokohama) ; 

No. 2445. Spain (Bilbao and 
District) ; 

No. 2446. France (Dunkirk) ; 

No. 2447. Russia (Taganrog) ; 

No. 2448. Switzerland ; 

No. 2449. China (Hangchow). 
(June 11.) 


II. Miscellaneous Series-— 
No. 526. Shipping and ship- 


building on the American 
lakes. (May 31.) 
Malta.—Ordinance No. X. of 1898 


| (the Contagious Diseases Law). (May 31.) 


Metropolitan Water Supply (Royal 
Commission).— Minutes of evidence taken 
Majesty’s Commissioners 


K 2 
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appointed to inquire into the subject of 
the water supply within the limits of the 
Metropolitan Water Companies. Vol. II. 
(June 6.) 


Army (Volunteers).—Annual Return 
for 1899. (June 7.) 


Fisheries (Scotland). — Eighteenth 
Annual Report of the Fishery Board for 
Scotland, being for the year 1899— 


Part II. Report on Salmon Fisheries. 
(June 8) ; 

Part III. Scientific Investigations. 
(June 12.) 

Local Taxation (Royal Commission).— 


Minutes of evidence and appendix. Vol. 
IV. (June 8.) 


Board of Education— 


1. South-Eastern Division. General 
Report for the year 1899, by 
I. W. Danby, Esq., Chief Inspector. 


2. East Central Division. General 
Report for the year 1899, by 
Reverend C. D. Du Port, Chief 
Inspector. (June 8.) 


3. Report to the Board of Education 
of the Proceedings of the Charity 
Commissioners for England and 
Wales under the Endowed Schools 
Acts, 1869 to 1889, for the year 
1899. (June 12.) 

4, Minutes sanctioning the subjects 
to be taught under Clause 8 of 
the Technical Instruction Act, 
1889, for the counties of — 


I. Warwick (sixth minute) ; 
II. Glamorgan (ninth minute). 
(June 12.) 
5. Associations constituted under the 
Voluntary Schools Act, 1897 ; 


6. Associated schools and amounts of 
aid grant paid ; 

7. Unassociated schools and amounts 
of aid grant paid. (June 16.) 


India (Famine).—Papers regarding the 
famine and the relief operations in India 
during 1899-1900. Vol. I. British Dis- 
tricts. Vol. II. Native States. (June 
15.) 


Patent Office.—Report of the Commit- 
tee appointed by the Board of Trade to 
consider various suggestions which have 
been made for developing the benefits 
afforded by the Patent Office to inventors. 
(June 15.) 


{LORDS} 





| 


| 
| 
{ 
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Irish Land Commission— 


1, (Proceedings.) Return for the 
month of February, 1900. 


2. (Rules.) Rules, dated 21st May, 
under the Congested Districts 
Board (Ireland) Act, 1899, section 
2. (June 15.) 


Loan Fund Board (Ireland).—Sixty- 
second Annual Report, for 1899. (June 
15.) 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


ARMY. 


I. (Pay, Non-effective Pay, and Allow- 
ances).—List of exceptions to the Army 
Regulations sanctioned during the year 
ended “lst March, 1900. 

II. (Volunteer Rifle Ranges).—Grants 
which it is proposed to make out of the 
sum of £40,000 taken for this purpose in 
the Military Works Loan, 1899. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2450. Germany (Grand Duchy of 
Baden) 


No. 2451. 
No. 2452. 
No. 2453. 
No. 2454. 
No. 2455. 
No. 2456. 
No. 2457. 
No. 2458. 


Spain (Canary Islands). 

Netherlands (Java). 

Tripoli. 

Brazil (Porto Alegre). 

Denmark. 

Turkey (Bengazi). 

China (Wuhu). 

Italy (Elba). 

No. 2459. Turkey (Baghdad). 

No. 2460. Spain (Trade of Barcelona 
for the year 1899). 


NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING. 
Annual Statement of Navigation and 
Shipping of the United Kingdom for the 
year 1899. 


DUBLIN HOSPITALS. 


Forty-second Report of the Board of 
Superintendence, with appendices for the 
years 1899-1900. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
Orders in Council of the 15th May, 
1900— 
1. Approving certain pilotage byelaws 
made by the Humber Pilotage-@om- 
missioners. 








o.cr 


y 


n- 
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2. Recognising in this country certifi- 
cates of free board (load line) issued 
by the Government of South 
Australia to vessels registered in 
that Colony. 


EXPLOSIVES ACT, 1875. 

Order in Council of the 15th May, 
1900, declaring that acetylene in admix- 
ture with air or oxygen gas shall be 
deemed to be an explosive within the 
meaning of the Explosives Act, 1875. 





PRISONS (SCOTLAND) (DIETARIES). 


Rules made by the Secretary for Scot- | 
land under the Prisons (Scotland) Act, | 
1877, establishing new rates of dietaries 
for the several classes of prisoners. 


INDIA (PROGRESS AND CONDITION). 


Statement exhibiting the moral and 
material progress and condition of India 
during the year 1898-99. Thirty-fifth 
Number. 


SUPERANNUATION—TREASURY 
a 4 - 
I. Declaring that the following persons 
were appointed without Civil Service 


{18 JUNE 1900} 





certificates through inadvertence on the 
part of the Heads of their Departments, | 
viz.:—John Roberts, turnkey, Consular 
Gaol, Yokohama Consular Service ; James 
Alfred Dawson, rural postman, Post Office 
Department. 


II. Declaring that for the due and | 


oO 
efficient discharge of the duties of the | 
office of ‘Sanitary Surveyor under the | 
Board of Trade (Mercantile Marine Ser- | 
vices) professional or other peculiar quali- | 
fications not ordinarily to be acquired in| 
the public service are required. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. 


Returns relating to the Council up to) 
the 31st March, 1900; with estimate of | 
expenditure for the year ending 31st | 
March, 1901. 


PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS, 1853 To 1891 
(CONDITIONAL LICENCE). 

Licence granted by Her Majesty to 
Elizabeth Martin, a convict under deten- 
tion in Aylesbury Prison, permitting the 
said Elizabeth Martin to be at large on 
condition that she enter the Royal Victoria 
Home, Horfield, near Bristol. 
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POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY 
PALATINE OF LANCASTER). 
Orders made by the County Council of 
the County Palatine of Lancaster, dividing 
the Parliamentary divisions of Heywood, 
Leigh, and Stretford into convenient 
polling districts. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 
Rule made by the Intermediate Educa- 
tion Board for Ireland appointing the 
places at which examinations for 1900 


shall be held. 


PAWNBROKERS’ RETURNS (IRELAND.) 


Return from the City Marshal of Dublin 
for the year ended 31st December, 1899. 


INCLOSURES, ETC., EXPENSES ACT, 
1868. 


Fees to be taken in respect of transac- 
tions under the Tithe and other Acts, in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Inclosure, etc., Expenses Act, 1868. 


HARWICH HARBOUR. 
Abstract of Accounts of receipts and ex- 
penditure of Harwich Harbour Conser- 
vancy Board, to 31st day of March, 1900, 

with report on proceedings, etc. 


FINES, ETC. (IRELAND). 
Abstract of the Accounts of fines ac- 
counted for by the Registrar of Petty 

Sessions Clerks for the year 1898. 


DOGS REGULATION ({LRELAND) ACT, 
1865. 
Accounts of receipts and expenditure 
under the Act for the year 1899. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND 
CAMBRIDGE ACT, 1877. 
Statutes made by the Governing Bodies 
of— 

I. St. John’s College, Oxford, on 
9th December, 1899, amending 
Statutes III. 1, III. 14, V. 4 (a), 
and XV. 2, of the Statutes of the 
College. 

II. Worcester College, Oxford, on 
24th January, 1900, amending 
Statute III. 16 of the Statutes of 
the College. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. (No. 107.) 
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ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACT, 1869, AND 
AMENDING ACTS. 

Scheme for the management of the 
charity of William Price, in the parish of 
Fareham, in the county of Southampton, 
founded by will dated 24th August, 1721. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and to be printed. (No. 108.) 


RICHMOND BRIDGE. 


Account for the year 1899. Delivered 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


CHINA — ANTI-FOREIGN DISTURB- 
ANCES—RECEN I OPERATIONS. 
THE Eart or KIMBERLEY : Seeing 
the noble Marquess at the head of the 
Government in his place, I wish to ask 
him whether he can give us the latest 
news of the state of affairs in China. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv SEC- 
RETARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALISBURY) : 
I do not think we have any news which I 
can call of an interesting character. The 
Admiral has come back to Tientsin—this 
news comes through the Japanese boats 
—and we do not know exactly what 
grounds he had for coming back or what 
his intentions are. Also the Taku forts 
have been attacked, as I think your 
Lordships have seen in the newspapers, 
but we have not received any information 
of any result from that movement. I very 
much wish I could give the noble Earl 
fuller information, because it is naturally 
a matter which has created everywhere 
the utmost anxiety, both in this country 
and others. At present all we have been 
able to do is to inform those who repre- 
sent us that their discretion is absolute, 
and to forward as many troops as we can. 





MARRIAGE ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
[H.L.]. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THE Lorp ArcuEisHop OF CANTER. 
BURY: My Lords, this is a Bill which 
has been before your Lordships on 
more than one occasion, and has passed 
through this House, but has not become 
law simply for lack of time to con- 
sider it in another place. It does not, 


{LORDS} 
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therefore, require so full an explanation 
as might have been necessary if the Bill 
had been entirely new. On the con- 
trary, there is very little that is new in 
it. I need not say much about the 
first three clauses, the second clause 
being an interpretation clause and 
the third merely a repetition of the 
law as it at present stands. The 
fourth clause deals with a matter which 
is rather troublesome to the clergy, and 
it has already been agreed to by your 
_Lordships. At present there are two 
rubrics relating to the publication of 
banns of marriage which are somewhat 





inconsistent with one another, and it is 
sometimes thought that the clergy are 
| bound by the one rubric and sometimes 
| itis thought by the other. There is one 
‘rubric after the Nicene Creed which 
| speaks of the proper time for publishing 
_banns of marriage as immediately after 
| that creed ; and there is another rubric 
| before the form of service for marriage 
'which speaks of the proper time for 
| the publication of banns as immediately 


| after the Second Lesson.. But it has 
‘never been settled in a court of law 
| which of the two is the right interpreta- 
|tion. It is not really worth while to 
| insist upon either, and this clause—which 
| provides that the time for publishing 
| banns shall be on Sundays, not earlier 
than the hour of nine in the morning 
|after the Nicene Creed, or after the 
'Second Lesson at Morning Prayer; and 
|that if there is no Morning Prayer or 
_Holy Communion the banns shall be 
| published at Evening Prayer—will get rid 
| of the difficulty by leaving it to the clergy 
themselves to decide what is the 
|proper time for the publication of 
'banns. To this I cannot conceive 
\that there can be any objection. 
| The fifth clause empowers the two Arch- 
| bishops, with the consent of the Con- 
| vocations and subject to the approval of 
| Her Majesty the Queen, to alter the 
_rubrics to correspond with what the Bill 
| proposes to enact. The sixth clause is 
‘the most operative part of the Bill. It 
| proposes that when the banns shall have 
| been published, in the same way as they 
_are published now, the marriage may be 
solemnised at any church in the diocese 
wherein the banns have been published. 
|At present the marriage must be 
'solemnised in the church in which 
'the banns have been published; or, 
if they have been published in {two 
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churches, as is very often the case, in one 
of those two churches. But this has been 
found to give rise to great inconvenience, 
and there is now no reason for maintain- 
ing the restriction. It is thought very 
much better that it should be left open to 
the parties who desire to be married to go 
to any church in the diocese they choose 
where the minister is willing to celebrate 
the marriage. In applying for the banns 
to be published the parties will have to 
state in what church they propose to get 
married. There can, therefore, be no 
concealment in the matter, and there 
is absolutely no danger of a clandestine 
marriage resulting from the restriction 
being ‘repealed. The restriction was 
introduced in 1723 by the well-known 
Act of Lord Hardwicke, and has con- 
tinued to the present day. Before Lord 
Hardwicke’s Act it was open to persons 
desirous of being married to go to any 
other church in the diocese than that in 
which the banns had been pnblished, and 
I think it is better on the whole that we 
should go back to that practice, now that 
the need for the restriction has passed 
away. Clause 7 deals with marriages of 
seamen, who are frequently put to con- 
siderable inconvenience owing to there 
being no recognised mode of publish- 
ing their banns. Often a sailor comes 
home and wishes to marry immediately, 
because, soon after, he will have to 
leave on another voyage. This clause 
provides that the banns of a seaman 
may be published in any church of 
the parish in which he usually dwells 
when not at sea, or, if his ship be ‘in port, 
in any church within five miles of the 
ship. The eighth clause requires the 
parties applying for the publication of 
their banns to make a definite statement 
in writing containing those necessary 
particulars which hitherto the clergyman, 
generally speaking, has had to ascertain 
for himself. This will be a great relief 
to the clergyman. The ninth clause 
deals with marriage by licence, and pro- 
vides that a marriage may be solemnised 
upon a licence duly issued from the 
registry of the Archbishop or Bishop of 
the diocese, and whether granted in 
the registry or through a surrogate, 
in any church within the diocese, pro- 
vided one of the parties to be married 
under such licence shall have had his or 
her usual place of abode within the 
diocese for fifteen days before the grant- 
ing of the licence, or upon a licence duly 
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issued from the registry of an arch- 
deaconry—which is allowable in certain 
cases—in any church in any archdeaconry 
where such licences have been hitherto 
issued. In short, it gives the same 
liberty in respect to marriages by licence 
as Clause 6 gives in respect to marriages 
by banns. ‘The tenth clause deals with 
marriages of seamen by licence, and the 
eleventh clause simply preserves the 
right of the Master of the Faculties and 
the Vicar-General of the Archbishop of 
Canterbury to grant licences. Under the 
twelth clause applicants are required to 
state precisely the names, descriptions, 
and usual place or places of abode of both 
parties and the name of the church in 
which the marriage is intended to be 
solemnised. When it is proposed to 
solemnise the marriage in a church in a 
parish in which neither of the parties 
have had his or her usual place of abode 
for fifteen days immediately before 
the granting of the _ licence, on 
the day suck licence is granted 
notice will have to be sent by 
the person who obtained it to the minister 
of the church in which the marriage is to 
be solemnised. The fourteenth clause 
provides for the marriage of persons re- 
siding in canal or river boats or other 
movable dwellings, and proposes that, 
where either of the persons to be married 
shall be residing in a movable dwelling, 
the banns may be published in a church 
or chapel of the ecclesiastical parish in 
which the movable dwelling is at. the 
time of the first publication of the banns, 
and a licence may be granted for the 
marriage of such person in any church or 
chapel in the diocese in which the 
movable dwelling is at the time 
of the granting of the licence. The 
fifteenth clause is a very important one, 
because it fixes the fees for marriages. 
In fixing the fees it is, of course, to be 
understood that there is no desire to 
prevent the parties who are married 
from giving very much more than the 
fee which is required of them. That is 
done at present in a very large number 
of cases, and there is no reason to dis- 
courage the practice. But at the same 
time it is of some importance that the 
fee which can be legally demanded should 
be the same in the church as in the 
registration office. There can be no 
question that in certain cases people do 
go to the registration office rather than 
to the church, because the fees in the 
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church of the parish where they live are| going to be married. The most rev. Pre- 
higher than the fees in the registration | late now proposes to get rid of that pro- 
office. The sixteenth clause is nothing | vision. He proposes in the Bill that the 
more than a repetition of the law at it is | parties shall state the church in which 
at present, and the next clause provides | the marriage shall be solemnised, but he 
that any false statement made knowingly | gets rid of the obligation to doit. There 
by the parties shall be punishable as a/is no fortifying, as it were, of the pro- 
misdemeanour. It is at present difficult | visions of the Bill. I cannot say at pre- 
to deal with false statements because /sent that I have made up my mind 
they are not always reduced to writing. | whether or not this is too important an 
I have had some rather bad cases | alteration of the law to be allowed to pass, 
in which licences particularly have been | but it is an alteration which requires very 
obtained by false affidavits, and I have | careful consideration. 
found that it was not possible to deal | 
with these false affidavits at all. Clause18, On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ 
reserves the right of the Royal Family, | accordingly. 
and Clause 19 simply repeals certain | 
clauses in former Acts which will be in- THE Lorp ArcHBisHop oF CANTER. 
consistent with this Act. Of course, the; BURY: This is a matter which might 
clause might be omitted altogether, | well be considered in Committee of the 
because this Act will repeal the clauses | full House, and I move that the Standing 
referred to ipso facto; but it is better | Committee be negatived. 
that they should be distinctly inserted in | 
order that the clergy may know exactly! Moved, “That the Standing Committee 
how these clauses stand. I believe, my | be negatived.”—(The Lord: Archbishop of 
Lords, that the Bill, if passed, will be of | Canterbury.) 
considerable advantage in many ways, | . 
that it will get rid of a great deal of fric-; THE EArt or KIMBERLEY: As Chair- 
tion, and that it will remove much dis-| man of the Standing Committee I should 
comfort and distress; and 1 feel very | deprecate very much a Bill of this kind 
confident that nothing in it will give rise | not going to that Committee. In my 
to any kind of abuse. I beg to move | opinion it is a Bill which it is very desir- 
that the Bill be now read a second time. | able should be considered by the Standing 
| Committee. 
Moved, “That the Bill be now read a | . 
second time.”—(The Lord Archbishop of| THE Eart or HALSBURY: I agree 
Centerbury). with the noble Earl. I do not think the 
motion is one to which the House can 
THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl : agree. 
of Hatspury): My Lords, I rise, not for ' : 
the purpose of asking your Lordships to, Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
reject this Bill, but to preserve my right drawn. 
to criticise the Bill in Committee. The 
marriage laws of the country are so ex- | Bill committed to a Committee of the 
tremely important that without great | whole House on Friday next. 
consideration we ought not to alter them. | 


I think the most rev. Prelate has under- BURIAL AUTHORITIES (CREMATION) 


valued the effect of Lord Hardwicke’s | BILL [H.1.]. 
Act, which was passed to get rid of a, 
mischievous and scandalous state of the (SECOND READING. ] 


law, and to remove a number of evils to 

which it is not necessary now to allude.| Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
I confess that I have some doubt about | ing read. 

the repeal of that part of Lord Hard- | 

wicke’s Act to which the most rev.’ Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, this 
Prelate has referred. The whole object | is a Bill to enable burial authorities to 
of publishing the banns in the churches | provide and maintain places and necessary 
in which the marriage is to be solemnised | appliances for cremation. There are 
is to give information to those who are | several safeguards introduced in the Bill. 
likely to know the parties who are/ In the first place, the plans of places for 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 
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cremation must be approved by the 
Secretary of State, who must also approve 
of all the bye-laws to be made under this 
Bill, and after having approved of them 
he may at any time require them to be 
submitted to him for revision or modifica- 
tion. It is proposed in the Bill that the 
bye-laws shall prescribe in what cases, in 
what mode, and under what conditions 
cremation may take place, and may pre- 


scribe the forms of the certificates and | 
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Moved, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.”—(Lord Monkswell.) 


THE Eart or HALSBURY : This Bill 
raises very serious questions, and involves 
some* considerations which may be local 
and some which are of a wide general 
character. I do not rise to oppose the 
Bill. On the contrary, it seems to me 
that this is a question on which there 
ought to be some general law to regulate 





declarations to be given or made before cremations, whether carried out by private 
cremation is permitted to take place. | Act or not; and in any Act passed on the 
Clause 6 provides penalties for a breach | subject, of course it would be understood 
of the bye-laws; Clause 7 deals with | that, being an Act of general operation, it 
fees, which are to be approved by the/ would overrule those cremation Acts 
Secretary of State ; and the last clause | which have already been obtained. All the 
provides that the Act shall not interfere | provisions of this Bill will have to be very 
with the jurisdiction of any coroners | carefully considered. 

under the Coroners Act, 1887, or any | 

Act amending the same, nor authorise the! On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ 
Burial Board or other local authority to accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
create or permit a nuisance. The principle | mittee of the whole House. 

of cremation has been sanctioned over and | 
over again by the Legislature, and all | 
that this Bill proposes to do is to enable | 
burial authorities to raise rates for the | 
purpose of cremation without having to | 
go to Parliament for a private Act. If no | 
question of rating is involved cremation | 
is perfectly legal at present. The principle 
of burning the bodies of dead persons is } 
certainly gaining ground in public favour. | 
The corporations of Manchester, Glasgow, | 
Liverpool, and Hull have already obtained | PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
private Acts giving them powers to pro- | re 

vide and maintain places for the carrying 'PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
out of cremation, and at the present |“ QRDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 
moment the corporation of the City of | QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 


London have a Bill before your Lord- | Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 





House adjourned at Five of the 
clock, till To-morrow, a quarter 
past Four of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 18th June, 1900. 





ships’ House in which they ask for | Report from one of the Examiners of 


similar powers. I am informed that the 
revenue from cremations is steadily in- 
creasing, so much so that the Cremation 
Society now possesses a moderate surplus. 
[ have been asked whether the Act is in- 
tended to apply to Scotland or Ireland. 
As the Bill at present stands, I think it 
would not so apply, because it merely 
amends the Burial Acts, and I am unable 
to discover any Burial Acts which apply 
to Scotland or Ireland of the kind dealt 


with in this Bill. But if it is thought | 


better I will, in Committee, consent 
to an Amendment taking Scotland and 
Ireland specifically out of the purview of 
the Bill. The Bill is supported by the 
London County Council and is not treated 
by them as a party matter, both parties 
having approved of its principle. 


| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
| case of the following Bills, originating in 
‘the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
| are applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 


Barnsley Corporation Bill [Lords]. 

Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and 

| Harbours Bill [Lords]. 

Glyncorrwg Urban District Council 
Gas Bill | Lords]. 

Gwyrfai Rural District Council Water 
Bill [Lords]. 

Margate Corporation Bill [Lords]. 

Mersey Railway Bill [Lords]. 

Motherwell and Bellshill Railway Bill 
[Lords]. 
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North Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) | 
Bill [Lords]. 

Rotherham Corporation Bill “seca 2 

South Staffordshire Tramways Bill 
[Lords]. 

Westgate and Birchington Water Bill 
[Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS [Lords] 
(STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED 
WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 
case of the Petition for the following Bill, | 
originating in the Lords, the Standing | 
Orders have not been complied with, | 
viz. :— | 


Roe’s Patent Bill [Lords]. 


r 1 | 

Ordered, That the Report be referred | 
to the Select Committee on Standing | 
Orders. | 











PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 
QUIRED. INTO NOT COMPLIED ! 


WITH). | 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- | 
port from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 
case of the following Bill, originating in | 
the Lords, and referred on the First | 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders | 
not previously inquired into, and which | 
are applicable thereto, have not been 
complied with, viz. :— 


North Eastern Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 





| 
| 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND. | 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO | 
COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table | 

Report from one of the Examiners of | 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bills, referred on the 

First Reading thereof, the Standing 

Orders which are applicable thereto have 

been complied with, viz. :— 


Education Board Provisional Orders 
Confirmation (Brighton and Preston 
United District, &c.) Bill [Lords]. 
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Local Government (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Orders (Housing of the 
Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill. 

Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 3) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 13) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill. 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 15) Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER’ BILLS’ (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bills, referred on 

the First Reading thereof, no Standing 

Orders are applicable, viz. :— 


Local Government (Jreland) Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 4) Bill. 
Perth and Paisley Gas Provisional 
Orders Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time To-morrow. 
FARNWORTH URBAN _ DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE, COMMERCIA_ 
GAS, AND SOUTH METROPOLITAN 
GAS COMPANIES BILL. 
Read the third time, 

[New Title. ] 


and _ passed, 


GREAT BERKHAMPSTEAD WATER 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


JARROW AND HEBBURN ELECTRI- 
CITY SUPPLY BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
[New Title. ] 
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LANCASHIRE INEBRIATES ACTS 
BOARD BILL [Lords]. 


{18 JuNE 1900} 


270 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 


Business. 


MENSTONE WATER (TRANSFER) BILL | now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


{ Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


MID-KENT WATER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. | 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


NEWRY, KEADY, AND TYNAN LIGHT | 
RAILWAY BILL. | 


Read the third time, and passed. | 


NEWTOWN AND LLANLLWCHAIARN 
URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL [Lords]. | 
Read the third time, and passed, with | 

Amendments. | 
PORTLAND URBAN DISTRICT GAS _ | 

BILL. | 
Read the third time, and passed. [New | 
Title. | 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 
WANDSWORTH AND PUTNEY GAS) 
BILL. 


} 
4 j 


Read the third time, and passed. 


| 
} 


BIRMINGHAM (KING EDWARD THE 
SIXTH) SCHOOLS BILL [Lords]. | 

As amended, considered ; amendments | 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 
BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE’S, AND 
LYTHAM TRAMWAYS BILL. | 

As amended, considered ; to be read | 
the third time. 


COWES PIER BILL [Lords}. 
As amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third 
time. 


i 
CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords]. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


GREAT 


HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. 
As amended, considered. 





; LOCAL 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 


| and passed. 


| 
| KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 


RAILWAY BILL. 

As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be 
now read the third time.—(Mr, Caldwell.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


LONDON AND SAINT KATHERINE 
DOCKS AND EAST AND WEST INDIA 
DOCK COMPANIES BILL. 


As amended, considered. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(J/r. Cald- 
well.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


| MOTHERWELL WATER BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING 
OF WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT. PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BLLL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BLLL. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BELL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL 


LOCAL 


GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY 
iCOMPANY BILL [ANNUITIES). 


Consider ed in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is expedient to authorise the 
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creation of Annuities to be charged on | 
and payable out of the Revenues of India | 
in lieu of the sum of money amounting to | 
£34,859,217 17s. 6d. agreed upon for the | 
purchase by the Secretary of State in| 


Council of India of the undertaking of | 
Peninsula Railway | 


the Great Indian 
Company, and the payment of any costs 
and expenses incurred by the said 


Secretary of State under any Act of the , 


present Session for vesting the said 
undertaking in the said Secretary of 
State in Council of India ; and also any 
costs, charges, and expenses of obtaining 
and passing the said Act not provided by 
the surplus profits arising from the said 
undertaking for the half year ending the 
30th day of June, 1900.”—(Mr. Caldweil.) 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I should like an explanation of this. It 
is the first time we have seen or heard 
anything of it, and we have no explana- 
tion of it. A doubt arises in my mind 
whether there is not a shifting of liability 
with regard to this matter on to the funds 
of the United Kingdom. 


No one rising to reply, 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said: I move 


to report Progress. It is impossible to 
proceed without some explanation. 


Whereupon Motion made, and Ques- | 


tion, “That the Chairman do report 
Progress ; and ask leave to sit again ”—— 


(Mr. Gibson Bowles)—put, and agreed to. | 


Committee report Progress; to sit 


again To-morrow, 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to Amendment | 
to—Otley Urban District Council Water | 
Amendments to—Cork, ; 


Bill [Lords]: 
Bandon, and South Coast Railway Biil 
{Lords}, Higham Ferrers 
—> Cleethorpes Gas Bill > 
Jundee Harbour Bill [Lords], London, 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill 
[Lords], without amendment. 


OLDHAM CORPORATION BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee. 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills | 


(Section B), with Amendments; [Costs | 
awarded] ; Report to lie upon the 


and to be ‘printed. 


Water Bill | 


able, | 
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PETITIONS. 
BRITISH MUSEUM BILL. 
Petition from Worcestershire, for 


alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 


DOULATH KHAN. 


Petition of Doulath Khan, for redress 
of grievances ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions a from Winning Park ; 
' Ardrossan ; Haddington ; Stirling ; Ren- 


frew; Pollokshaws; Bathgate; Crail; 
Anstruther Easter ; Kilrenny ; Dalkeith; 
.and Aberbrothock; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Petition from Stirling, for alteration ; 
_ to lie upon the Table. 


Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EXECUTORS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. 
Petitions against, from Limehouse ; 
‘and St. George’s, Hanover Square ; to lie 
‘upon the Table. 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Sheffield, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Petition from Kington, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LUNACY BILL. 
Petition from Sheffield, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (SCOTLAND) LATER 
OPENING BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 
Petitions against establishment, from 
| Brechin; Fraserburgh ; and Montrose ; 
‘to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

ON SUNDAY BILL. 
| _ Petitions in favour, from 
Kingsclere ; Woodlands ; 
! and Holbeach ; to lie upon the Table. 


Ellwood ; 
Bideford ; Pill; 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petitions against, from Wakefield ; 
Swansea ; and Huddersfield ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Bleasby 
Moor; North Willingham ; Bridgwater ; 
Exeter; Fletchertown; Huddersfield 
(four); Lambeth ; Birmingham (three) ; 
Bedford ; Brixton Hill; Louth ; Upper 
Norwood ; Barnstaple ; Woodhouse ; 
Hillsbro’; Spotland (two); Rochdale ; 
Eccup; Shepshed; Winchester ; East 
Brighton; Sheerness; Diss; Glasgow 
two); Dewsbury (two); Canterbury ; 
Fast Cornwall ; Pill; Gateshead-on-Tyne ; 
Ipswich; Matlock; Aberffrwd; West 
Norwood ; Bideford ; Durham ; Redhill ; 
Barnstaple ; Wolverhampton; Kilmar- 
nock ; Tulse Hili; Appledore ; Sitting- 
bourne ; Maryport ; Clifton; Westbury 
Park ; Bosworth ; Stapleton ; Woolwich ; 
Howden-le-Wear ; Cleveland ; Holbeach 
(three); Taunton (three); Upper 
Bont; Muswell Hill ; Golear; Delph ; 
Bath (two) ; East Bristol ; Garth Maesteg; 
Maesteg ; Resolven ; Brighouse ; Queens- 
bury; Stratford (two); Llantrissant ; 
Barry Dock; Bristol (twelve); Luton ; 
St. George (two); Fishponds ; Shettles- 
ton; Lochgelly ; Levern ; Henley ; Wells; 
Scarborough; Brynamman; Llandebie 
(two) ; Llanedi ; Kingsclere ; Woodlands ; 
Llannon ; Stockton-on-Tees ; Manordilo ; 
Ealing ; Carmarthen ; Newcastle ; Barton 
upon Irwell ; Barnsley (five) ; Rotherham; 
Dartford; Halifax; Ash; Adisham ; 
Yardley ; Cleveland ; Uxbridge (two) ; 
Kingsdown ; Pontlottyn; Hebburn Col- 
liery ; South Shields ; St. Neots ; Crickle- 
wood; Kensington; London; York; 
Bexley; Warmley (seven); Lonwells 
Green; Warmley Tower (four) ; Siston 
Common (three); Kingswood ; Wallsend 
on Tyne; Wincobank; St. Davids ; 
Yolkestone ; Llansawel ; Llanlluan ; Gates- 
head ; — (two); Sheffield (six) ; 
Reigate ; Malvern; Wrexham; and Hig- 
ham on the Hill; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL AND SALE 
OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

_ Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Largs ; Keith ; 
Dumfries; Dalbeattie; Campbeltown ; 





Pittenweem; Ardrossan ; Glasgow (two) ; 
Aylesford ; Darvel; Arbroath; St. An- 
drews ; Cramond ; and Dundee (six) ; to 


lie upon the Table. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE 
SERVICE. 
Petitions for legislation, from Sheffield ; 
and Dartford ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH- 
SHIRE) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Llansawel ; 
Garth Maesteg; Bristol ; Maesteg ; Hay 
Mills ; Kingsclere Woodlands ;_ Scar- 
borough ; Brynamman ; Llandebie (two) ; 
Llanedi ; Manordilo ; Shettleston ; North- 
field; London ; Bath ; Sheffield (three) ; 
Ash ; Wallsend ; St. Neots ; Pontlottyn ; 
York ; Bridgwater ; North Wellingham ; 
Bleasby Moor; Hillsbro’; Eccup; Bir- 
mingham ; Spotland (two); Winchester ; 
Sheerness ; Rochdale; Bedford; Gates- 
head-on-Tyne ; South Devon; Glasgow ; 
Redhill ; Bideford (two) ; Wolverhampton ; 
Llanbadarn Upper ; Durham ; Woolwich ; 
Pill ; Taunton (two); Brixton Hill ; Bar- 
goed; Liverpool; Pontypridd ; Higham 
on the Hill; Llanarthney ; St. David’s ; 
Gateshead ; Wrexham ; and Wigan (two) ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Garth 
Maesteg ; Brynamman; Llannon; Llan- 
debie (two); Llanedi; Manordilo; Pem- 
broke Dock; Pen Buallt; Pontlottyn ; 
Maesteg; Pontnewynydd; Aberffrwd ; 
Upper Bont ; St. David’s ; and Llanlluan ; 
to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
EAST INDIA (PROGRESS AND 
CONDITION). 


Paper [presented 15th June] to be 
printed. |No. 207.] 


NAVIGATION AND SHIPPING. 


Copy presented, of Annual Statement 
of Navigation and Shipping of the United 
Kingdom for the year 1899 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 

PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 15th June; Mr. Litchie] ; to lie 
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upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. ! FINES, ETC. (IRELAND). 
208. ] | Copy presented, of Abstract Accounts 
_ of Fines accounted for by the Registrar 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) | of Petty Sessions Clerks for 1898 [by 
BILL. | Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
Return presented, relative thereto | printed. [No. 213.] 
{ordered 15th June; Jr. maces! ; to lie | : AAS 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. | MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
209.] | Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
, 15th May, 1900, approving certain Pilot- 
RAILWAYS. ‘age Bye-laws made by the Humber 
Copy presented, of Report by the, Pilotage Commissioners [by Act] to lie 
Board of Trade on an Application made | upon the Table. 
during the year 1899 under the Railway Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
Companies’ Powers Act, 1864, and of the 15th May, 1900, recognising in this 
Proceedings of the Board of Trade with ; Country Certificates of Free Board (Load 
respect thereto [by ~_ ; to lie upon the | Line) issued by the Government of South 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 210.] ; Australia to Vessels registered in that 
| Colony [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
ARMY (PAY, NON-EFFECTIVE PAY, ; 
AND ALLOWANCES). { UNIVERSITIES OF OXFORD AND CAM- 
Copy presented, of List of Exceptions | ee pain ed 
to the Army Regulations sanctioned | Copy presented, of Statute made by 
during the year ended 31st March, 1900 | wetter paige aah cok ca ;: a 
, - to li Table. | , 2c , ; ad- 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table | inde Beatunes TL 1, M11. 14, V. da, a0 
apn it one ‘ i XV. 2, of the Statutes of the College [b 
ABMY (VOLUNTEER RIFLE a enrenen | Act]; to lie upon the Table, ser 
Copy presented, of Grants which it is | printed. [No. 214.] 
proposed to make out of the sum of, ee ee ie tee i kes 
£40,000 taken for this purpose in the, 4) o., Te Beat f W emis "Coll Y 
Military Works Loan, 1899 [by Com-| (@overning Body ok \) orcester Vollege, 
Pies ‘ ’ | Oxford, on 24th January, 1900, amend- 
and]; to lie upon the Table. | s / ae a , 
ssages iy {ing Statute ILI. 16 of the Statutes of the 
Mae bet i alas | College [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
EXPERIMENTS ON LIVING ANIMALS. | gnd to be printed. [No. 215.] 
Return presented, relative thereto | 
[ Address, 15th June ; Mr. Jesse Collings] ; EXPLOSIVES ACT, 1875. 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
| No.. 211.] 115th May, 1900, declaring that Acety- 
lene, in admixture with air or oxygen 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). | gas, shall be deemed to be an explosive 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and within the meaning of the Explosives Act, 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. | 1875 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 
245 2 ) é : ie | 
vee > gua [by Command] ; to He upon! svy (HYDROGRAPHER'S REPORT, 
| Copy presented, of Report on Admi- 
DUBLIN HOSPITALS. ,ralty Surveys for the year 1899 [by 
Copy presented, of Forty-second | Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Report of the Board of Superintendence, ; es 
with Appendices, for the year 1899-1900 CAPE OF GOOD HOPE OBSERVATORY. 
{by Command]; to lie upon the Table. | Copy presented, of Report of the 

; Astronomer to the Lords Commissioners 


po on ' ’ } of the Admiralty for the year 1899 [by 
_ BOGS oneune * gemma ACT, | Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Account presented, of the Receipts and! PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
expenditure under the Act for the year , THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table,’ Richmond Bridge.—Cash Account for 
and to be printed. [No. 212.] ‘the year 1899 [by Act]. 
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BAST INDIA RAILWAYS (PURCHASE).’ *THE UNDER SECRETARY or 

Address for “Copy of any Correspon-| STATE For WAR (Mr. WynpHam, 
dence between the India Office and the | Dover): I have no information on the 
Bank of England regarding the rate of | matter. 


interest to be adopted in the calculation : " uo ae 
of the annuities for the purchase of the | Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Wilt 


¥ast Indian Railway, the Eastern Bengal re _ Gentleman obtain the informa- 
Railway, the Seinde, Punjab, and Delhi | _ 
Railway, and the Great Indian Peninsula) *Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think so. 
Railway, respectively.”—(Mr. Cohen.) | This is a matter well within the com- 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | Petence of the commanding officers in 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. | South Africa. It seems to ‘me, on the 
Copy ordered, “of Memorandum | face of it, to be a mere question of book- 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- | keeping. Clearly an officer cannot issue 
tained in the Provisional Orders included | St°Fes to civilians without entering the 
in the Electric Lighting Provisional | !¢t- The whole question of indemnity 


Orders (No. 12) Bill."—(Mr. Ritchie.) | is a very large one, and will, I am sure, 
| be considered in a generous spirit later 
MERCHANT SHIPPING, 1899. | on. 


Copy ordered, “of Tables showing the | - , WT. ; 
progress of British Merchant Shipping.” | Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 


—(Ifr. Ritchie.) | put down another question later. 
« 4b Ce | 
MARRIAGE ACT, 1898. CASUALTY _LISTS—4ru SHERWOOD. 
Return ordered, “ giving the following FORESTERS MILITIA. 


particulars of the results of the Marriage) Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 
Act, 1898, during the year ended the 31st |I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
day of March, 1900— | State for War if the casualty list of the 
“1, Number of ‘registered buildings’ 4th Sherwood Foresters Militia Battalion 
for which ‘authorised persons’ have | has been received ; and, if so, when it 
heen appointed under Section 6 - the | will be published. 
Act, classified according to religious | aes . 
denominations as iheien: Widen | *Mr. WYNDHAM : Some of the 
Methodists, Primitive Methodists, | C@Sualties were published on the 12th 
une and some on the 16th June. A 


Baptists, Congregationalists, other de-! ; 
nominations ; ‘complete list has not yet been forwarded 


“92. Number of ‘authorised persons ’ so | from South Africa, but it will be pub- 
: | lished as soon as it arrives, in conformity 


appointed ; ' ' | with uniform practice. 
“3. Number of marriages which have 
taken place under the Act ; | Mr. YOXALL: Will the hon. Gentle- 


4. “Number of cases in which there} man, seeing that these casualties took 
have been serious irregularities by | place eleven days ago, wire oii See thane 
‘authorised persons’ in connection with | affecting the rank and file ? 


the marriage certificates."—-(Mr. Price.) | 
| *Mr. WYNDHAM: The only effect of 

doing so a probably to cause 
ITE vw i further delay. ese casualties are col- 
iia isitaiads | lected and telegraphed with the utmost 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—SIEGE OF possible expedition, and the hon. Mem- 

LADYSMITH—CLAIM AGAINST THE | ber must remember that for four days we 

MAYOR. could get no information at all from Lord 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | Roberts. 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether the Imperial | FARQUHAR’S FARM ENGAGEMENT— 
authorities have presented a Dill for) STRENGTH OF THE 60ru RIFLES, 
several thousands of pounds to the Mayor} *Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
of Ladysmith for food for the inhabitants | shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
during the siege ; and whether payment | Under Secretary of State for War whether 
is to be insisted upon. a field-state showing the nimbers and 
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composition of the battalion of the 60th 
Rifles engaged at Farquhar’s Farm, near 


Lombard’s Kop, on Monday, the 31st. 
‘October, is in the possession ‘of the War , 


Office ; what number of officers was pre- 
sent with the battalion ; and how many 


of them had been with the battalion om 


at least two years. 
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adequate provision for the widows and 
orphans of soldiers killed in the war, he 
can now state the steps the Government 
propose to take in pursuance of the 
resolution of the House of Ist May, 
: 1900.* 


THE FIRST LORD orf tue TREA- 
‘SURY (Mr. A. J. BAtrour, Man- 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am unable to! chester, E.): The Government quite 
give the right hon. Member, this informa- | recognise the necessity for further arrange- 
tion, as the field-states are not sent to the ments making adequate provision for the 





War Office. 


SETTLEMENT OF SOLDIERS IN SOUTH 
AFRICA AFTER THE WAR. 


Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether any arrangement 
has been made for the settlement of pro- 
perly qualified soldiers in South Africa at 
the close of the present war ; and, if so, 
whether it is proposed to form any organi- 
sation in South Africa for the purpose of 
giving effect to the intentions of the 
Government in this respect. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.) : The matter is receiving 
the earnest consideration of Her Majesty’s 
Government. I am in 


inter-Departmental Committee is about to 

be appointed with representatives of the 

War Office, Treasury, and Colonial Office, 

to deal with the subject. 

OFFICERS’ ESTATES AND THE DEATH 
DUTIES. 


GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) : 


I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- : 
chequer whether the Government have | 
come to any decision regarding the re- ' 


mission of the death duties to widows of 
those officers who have lost their lives in 
the service of their country during the 
present war. 


*Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beracu, 


Bristol, W.): The hon. Member will find 
the result of the consideration of this 
subject embodied in section 14 of the 
Finance Act of this year. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT— 
EXTENSION TO NAVAL AND MILI- 
TARY SERVANTS — WAR RELIEF 
FUNDS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 

sury whether, in view of the need to make 


communication | 
with Sir A. Milner on the subject, and an : 


widows of soldiers and sailors. They 
| propose to take immediate steps to frame 
‘a scheme for carrying out that object. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): Will 
the House be afforded an opportunity of 
discussing the recommendations of Lord 
Justice Collins’s Committee? You pro- 

| pose to take the opportunity I have 
| obtained for to-morrow. 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
‘doubt every hon. Member would be 
tolerant of his day being taken away if 
another were found for him ; but to set 
‘apart a day for the discussion of this 
' Report would be an exceptional proceed- 
| ing, which I do not feel justified, in the 
circumstances, in taking. :°: 


Mr. KEARLEY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give us the opportunity of 
discussing the proposals he intends to 
submit to the House ? 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If they are 
| submitted to the House there will be an 
opportunity for discussing the Govern- 
‘ment proposals, but I can make no 
promise with regard to them. 


PENSIONS FOR DISCHARGED 

WOUNDED AND SICK SOLDIERS. 

| $m J. LENG (Dundee): I beg to ask 
| the Under Secretary of State for War if 
' he will inform the House to what extent 
| the powers of the Chelsea Commissioners 
have been enlarged recently to admit of 
| a higher scale of pension being accorded 
to men incapacitated by wounds or disease 
contracted on service. 


Sir JOHN KENNAWAY (Devonshire, 
Honiton): At the same time may I ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War if 
he can state what bonus, gratuity, or 
pension soldiers invalided home through 
wounds or sickness receive on their dis- 





charge from the service. 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. lxxxii., p. 489. 
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281 Questions. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The cases of all | 
soldiers discharged on account of wounds | 


or sickness are decided by the Chelsea 
Commissioners, who assign pensions 


according to the nature of the injury, the | 


soldier’s “rank, and the duration of his 


service, within the rates laid down by the 


Pay Warrant. These rates, for non-com- 
missioned officers and men wholly dis- 
abled by wounds, run from ls. 6d. to 
3s, 6d. a day ; for men partially disabled, 
from 6d. to 3s. a day. The recent ex- 
tension of the powers of the Chelsea 
Commissioners refers only to cases of men 
disabled by disease. 
of pension which could be granted in 
such cases depended entirely on rank and 


length of service, and the maximum for a, 


private was 8d.a day. By Army Order 
75, issued on the 1st of April, the maxi- 
mum was raised to ls. for privates, and 
the Chelsea Commissioners were em- 
powered to determine the rate in 
accordance with the circumstances of each 
case. 


.TRAINED DOGS FOR OUTPOST DUTY. 


GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that for a number of 
years past in several Continental armies 
numbers of dogs have been specially 
trained for the purpose of assisting in 
outpost duty, and whether, in view of 
the repeated cases of surprises that have 
occurred during the present war, the 
Government will seriously consider the 
expediency of following in this respect 
the example of these foreign military 
powers. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: This proposal will 

be carefully examined in addition to 
others which the experience of the war 
has suggested. 


RESERVE OF ARMS. 

Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
the 2nd Volunteer Battalion Wiltshire 


Regiment, H Company, who are now 
142 strong as against 70 last year, 
have only 80 rifles at present, and . 


whether, seeing that the adjutant  in- 
dented for extra rifles early in April, he 


will receive them without further delay | 


in order that the drill may be efficiently | 
conducted. 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: The demand for 
these arms was only sent to Weedon on 
the 8th instant, and the arms have now 
been despatched. The delay was caused 
by the neglect of a clerk in the Ordnance 
Office in the Southern District, and he has 
been punished. 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): Will the hon. Gentleman see that 
the Royal Reserves are armed before any 
more rifles are issued to the Volunteers ? 


Questions, 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There seems to be 

some misunderstanding. There is an 
ample supply of rifles in the country, 
although the issue may in some cases 
have been delayed owing to application 
having been made in the wrong quarter. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Is it not the 
fact that in consequence of not having 
received their rifles the Royal Reserves 
were unable to parade on the Queen’s 
birthday ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : Some of these 
regiments were only formed a few days 
before the Queen’s birthday. 


ARNOLD-FORSTER : For 


| Mr. one 
year. 
ALDERSHOT MAN(ZUVRES—HEAT 


FATALITIES—ARMY CLOTHING. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he can state what were the 
losses amongst the troops engaged in the 
field day at Aldershot last Monday, how 
many hours the troops were engaged in 
the operations during the excessive heat, 
what rations were served out to them 
during the day, and whether the Com- 
mander-in-Chief at Aldershot was with 
the troops on that day ; and whether, in 
future, care will be taken that troops in 
ordinary uniform and with head gear 
unsuitable as a protection from the sun 
shall not engage in field days during the 
excessive heat. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The _ General 
Officer commanding at Aldershot was 
with the troops. On the other points in 
the question | must refer. my hon. friend 
to the full reply I gave to similar ques- 
tions put on Friday, the 15th instant. As 
I mentioned then, each regiment engaged 
fez _the operation has been called on to 


t See page 144 of this volume. 


L 
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report what arrangements were made both; *Mr. WYNDHAM: I imagine that the. 
for giving the men breakfast before they | matter is narrowed down to two points— 
started and for providing refreshments | namely, headdress—as to which I gave: 
during the day; and the following has | information on Friday—and light refresh- 
been received from the General Officer | ments, as to which I have just. given in 


Questions. Questions.. 284 





commanding at Aldershot— 


“ With reference to your telegram of the 16th 
June, 1900, [ have the honour to report as 
follows :— 


“1. Reports received from commanding 


| formation. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: Is there to 
_ be no further statement in. explanation of 
| the catastrophe ? 


Officers state that, all men had breakfast | 


before starting for the field day on the 
11th inst. 

“92. Light refreshments were actually sup- 
»ylied and carried by every unit, some in the 
aversack, but in the majority of cases in 
transport carts. 

“3. The only units that did not receive their 
refreshments on the ‘cease fire’ sounding were 
the 5th Worcester Regiment and the 4th 
Royal Inniskilling Fusiliers. 

“In the case of the 5th Worcester Regiment 
the officer commanding reports that the cart 
conveying the refreshments went astray during 
the operations. 

“ As regards the 4th Royal Inniskilling Fusi- 
liers, the commanding officer reports that a 
contractor had undertaken to supply the bat- 
talion with bread and cheese. At the hour of 
the departure of the battalion he failed to 
appear. A mule cart was then loaded with 
the refreshments, but, owing to the driver not 
being acquainted with the locality in which 
the operations took place, the cart unfortu- 
nately did not turn up.” 


Mr. JEFFREYS: Is the hon. Gentie- 
man aware that at the inquest on one of 
the men it was stated that the contractor 
had orders to take out supplies but failed 
to do so, that another cart was then sent 


| *Mr. W¥NDHAM: I shall be: pleased 
| to expand my statement if the right hon, 
Gentleman will indicate on what lines he 
| wishes me to proceed. I do not see that, 
| have anything to add. 


*Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): With regard to the question of 
headdress, may I ask whether the old 
forage cap of the British Army was not 
capable of having a sunshade put over it, 
and whether the troops did not go all 
over India at the time of the Mutiny with 
that headdress. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
questions are now developing into a 


debate. 


| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn: Regis): 
Is there to be no inquiry into the cireum- 
| stances, and no court-martial ? 


Mr. JEFFREYS : Will the contractor 
who failed to carry out his contract be 





out to try and find the contractor, which 
also failed, and that certainly in the case 
of one regiment, if not more, no food was 
supplied. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I suppose that 
that regiment is one of the two referred 
to. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): May I ask whether the final 
decision of the Secretary of State upon 
the whole of the business will be laid on 
the Table of the House before the Vote is 
taken for the War Office. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not quite 
understand what the right hon. Gentle- 
man means by the final decision. 


Sm HENRY FOWLER: I understood 
the Secretary of State had instituted an 
inquiry into the circumstances and called 
for a report, upon which I presume the 
noble Marquess will express an opinion. 


punished in any way ¢ 


| *Mr. WYNDHAM: There has been an 
| inquiry, anditisfor the House to determine 
whether that inquiry was not sufficiently 
exhaustive. For my part I feel that we 
| are. departing, very widely from decentra- 
lisation by taking out of the hands of the: 
| officersin command matters with which they 
are perfectly competent to deal. I think 
| we should risk much. in assuming that any 
officer in command does not realise to the 
‘full the great responsibility which. rests 
| upon him. 


+ Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Did 
not the same thing happen in 1878? 


Coroner SANDYS (Lancashire, 
Bootle) also rose and put a question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question on the Paper has already been 
fully answered. 
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MILITIA OFFICERS’ TRAINING | Shetland this year in |the course of its 
ALLOWANCES. “summer cruise, a visit which has been 


Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, Edgbaston) : often asked for in past years. 


I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 
W. hether th ¢|_ Tue FIRST LORD oF THE ADMI- 
for War whether the mess allowance o 'RALTY (Mr. Goscumn, St. George's 


4s.a day, hitherto granted to quarter- | , 

casts Militia arm the ier of Hanover Square): Although Lerwick has 
annual training, has been withdrawn on | ar! ag shana tc ea bt soya 
he embinent of ther regimen an, fe fon, the Tanng Saud as 
if so, whether, in view of the fact that pas hei -— 1895 189 6. 1899. Kirkwall 
hese officers are put to much extra ex- | °". , , ’ ’ 
cmned on being rt cSt from their per- which possesses a better and more con- 
manent stations, the Secretary of State Hass ig eg cagy ri to have ya x, 
for War can see his way to authorise the [@!Ted by the officers commanding the 
allowance to be granted in the same | on een ne es se = 
manner as during the annual training | sas tenia anion oR prover 

riod. a a Tay on 

es , Lerwick when the Squadron is again in 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must refer my the north, but I can give no undertaking 
hon. friend to a reply to a similar ques- | that an opportunity will occur during the 
tion put by my hon. and gallant friend | present year. I may remind the hon. 
the Member for the Pembroke and Haver- Gentleman of my answer to a similar 
fordwest District on the 17th May.+ I question last year, that the visits of Her 
then explained that the mess allowance | Majesty’s ships to particular ports must 
was inadmissible, but that a money grant be determined by service considerations 





as compensation for disturbance would be 
considered ; and on the 26th of May? | 
Lord Lansdowne stated in another place | 
that he proposed to make such a grant. 
The details have not yet been settled. 


Mr. WARNER: Does that apply to | 


adjutants 4 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, to all the' 
permanent staff. 


CHANNEL FLEET--VISIT TO 
SHETLAND. 

Sir LEONARD LYELL (Orkney and 
Shetland): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Admiralty will he explain why, 
although a portion of the German fleet 
has repeatedly visited Shetland in the 
course of its summer cruise, and quite 
recently a squadron of warships, includ- 
ing several large battleships, spent several 
days in Lerwick Harbour, where a body 
of our Naval Reserve men get their train- 
ing, British warships of any size hardly | 
ever visit Shetland, and are believed to 
purposely avoid navigating the seas there ; | 
whether he will take steps so that the | 
Koval Naval Reserve men of Shetland 
shall have an opportunity of seeing a 
3ritish fleet, and not derive their ideas 
of a Navy solely from foreign fleets ; and 
will he order the Channel Fleet to visit 

+ See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. 1xxxiii., p. 398. 

+ See ibid., page 1257. 








alone. 


ASHANTI—NATIVE  RISING—INVEST- 
MENT OF COOMASSIE. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- 
field, Ecclesall) had on the Paper the 
following question:—To ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies if he can 
say who is responsible for the deficiency 
both of provisions and ammunition among 
the British garrison of Coomassie ; and 
whether he can state why a larger relief 
force was not despatched to Coomassie 
over a month ago. The -hon. Member 
was not, however, in his place to put it. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
think this question ought to remain on 
the Paper unanswered, because it seems 
to imply a state of things which is not 
correct. Reserves of food and ammuni- 
tion for 300 men for three months were 
kept in Coomassie, and this was con- 
sidered by the local authorities, who are 
responsible, to be sufficient. On the first 
intimation of the rebellion a much larger 
force than the local authorities then con- 
sidered necessary was sent to the Gold 
Coast, but owing to the reluctance of the 
Gold Coast natives to engage as carriers, 
and to the extraordinary difficulties 
created by the heavy rains, the advance of 
the relieving column has been delayed. I 
am in constant communication with 
Colonel Willcocks and the local Govern- 
ment as to the best mode of dealing with 
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the situation thus created and its possible | 


developments. I may add that it is due 
to the energy of the Governor of Sierra 
Leone, Sir Frederic Cardew, that we have 
been able to send to the Gold Coast 3,000 
odd carriers from Sierra Leone, and that, 
generally, we have in every case en- 
deavoured to send to the Gold Coast 
more, and not less, both of stores and of 
men than have been requisitioned by the 
local authorities. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN MOVEMENT— 
RECENT OPERATIONS. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Is there any informa- 
tion that can be given to the House with 
regard to the state of affairs in China ? 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): We have no news 
from Sir Claude MacDonald later than the 
12th instant, but nothing has reached us 
to confirm the rumour of a general attack 
on the legations at Peking. The latest 
telegram from Admiral Seymour’s force 
is dated 13th instant, the telegraph to 
Tientsin having been cut. 
man-of-war which arrived at Chefoo last 
night from Ta-ku reported that the com- 
mander-in-chief and troops had returned 
to Tientsin. The Ta-ku forts opened fire 
on gunboats in the mouth of the river on 
Sunday at 12.30 a.m.; the ships then en- 
gaged the forts, and the engagiment was 
proceeding when the Japanese ship left 
at 5.30 a.m. | 
ships of war were landed on Saturday to 
protect Ta-ku. There was one Chinese 
ship of war at Ta-ku remaining passive. 
As regards reinforcements, the British 
troops from Hong Kong will reach Ta-ku 
on Thursday. We _ understand that 
Russian, French, and Japanese reinforce- 
ments are due about the same date. 
Additional British ships are on their way 
from Manila and Hong Kong. I need 
hardly say that no effort is being spared 


to get in touch with the Admiral, and to | 


give him every support in our power. In 
the last hour we have heard that tele- 
graphic communication has been re-estab- 
lished with Ta-ku and Tientsin via 
Helampo, north of Manchuria. 


Mr. YERBURGH: May I ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury a question of 
which I have sent him private notice— 
namely, whether it is the intention of 


{COMMONS} 


A Japanese | 


Detachments from all the | 
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the Government to send native troops 
from India to reinforce the garrison of 
| Hong Kong 1 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The answer to 
my hon. friend’s question is in the affir- 
mative. 


MOROCCO—SUGGESTED EUROPEAN 
INTERVENTION. 

Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether his attention has 
been called to the present condition of 
affairs in Morocco, which it is alleged is 
such that the leading and intelligent 
classes of Morocco would welcome some 
form of European authority that would 
secure justice to the inhabitants; and 
whether the time has come when Her 
Majesty’s Government, as representing 
| the country possessing the largest trade 
|interest in Moroceo, would consider the 
| advisability of calling a conference of the 
Powers with a view to the establishment 
of some concerted European influence 
over the Moorish Government, in order 
that the present form cf government 
which prevails, under which open slave 
| markets flourish, may be brought more 
in conformity with the civilisation of the 
times. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : No information has 
been received which would lead to the 
belief that European authority would be 
welcomed in Morocco. The answer to 
tho second paragraph is in the negative. 
The orders to the Governors of coast 
towns to prevent the public sale of slaves 
were renewed in 1898 at the request of 
Her Majesty’s Minister, who will make 
representations to the Moorish Govern- 
ment if it should at any time come to his 
a that these orders are being 
neglected. 











EAST INDIA RAILWAY CONTRACTS. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Shettield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether it has been 
brought to his notice that the East Indian 
ailway Company, which is guaranteed 
by the Indian Government in respect of 
its interest, has recently placed orders in 
Germany for wheels and axles instead of 
in Sheffield, and if the representative of 
the Government or the Board will be 
instructed to urge that the shipments 
shall at least be effected on British ships. 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE For | to make suggestions to the railway com- 
INDIA (Lord G. Hammon, Middlesex, | panies with a view to inducing them to 
Ealing): My honourable friend is aware | discontinue or largely modify their 
that the Secretary of State, although he | charges. 
is represented upon the boards of the | 
— Indian railways, does not | 
control the management or working of | ; 
the lines. Iam ‘nftirined that for business ag ——— 
reasons, as well as on patriotic grounds, __ Sm CAMERON GULL (Devonshire, 
a decided preference is given as a rule to | Barnstaple): To ask the President of the 
goods of English manufacture ; but in| Board of Trade whether his attention 
this case the difference in price, | has been called to the joint notice recently 
amounting to about £12,350 bevween | issued by the railway companies stating 
Messrs. Krupp’s tender and the lowest | that from Ist May passengers are to be 
available English tender, was so great as | allowed only the following quantity of 
to make it impossible to adhere to the | personal luggage free, namely —first 
usual practice. The principles which class, 120 lb.; second class, 100 Ib. ; 
govern the acceptance of tenders for | third class, 60 lb.; and that sny excess 
goods apply equally to tenders for freight. will be charged for; and whether 
I do not propose to give any special| in view of the fact that under their 
instructions on this occasion, but 1 have} statutes several companies, either 
no doubt that British shipping will be on the whole or on certain parts of 
employed, unless its employment would | their systems, are bound to allow a 


The following questions also appeared 





involve an unreasonable charge upon the | 
company. 


BRITISH TRADE WITH THE SOUDAN. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether he can state the 
volume and value of British exports and 
imports to and from the Soudan since the 
battle of Omdurman. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Rircuiz, Croydon) : 
Statistics of British exports and imports 
to and from the Soudan are included in 
the returns of trade with India, and no 
separate figures can at present be given. 
Such information as is available as to the 
trade of the Soudan since the battle of 


Omdurman is contained in the report by | 


Lord Cromer, Egypt, No. 1 (1900). 


RAILWAY COMPANIES AND PAS- 

SENGERS’ PERSONAL LUGGAGE. 

Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been called to the intention of the 
railway companies, in some cases already 
put into practice, of enforcing charges for 
passengers’ luggage when exceeding a 
low maximum weight ; and whether in 
view of the inconvenience to the travel- 


an 
means, the Board of Trade will undertake 


| greater quantity of luggage free, he will 
_ take steps to see that these companies do 
| not continue to make these charges, and 
| will require them to display in a promi- 
| nent place in their stations the amount of 
‘free luggage to which each class of pas- 
| : . ° B 
| Senger is entitled on the various sections 
of their lines, and the charges which are 
'to be made for any excess. 


| Sm CAMERON GULL: To ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
| he isaware that though passengers on the 
South Eastern and Chatham Railway are 
entitled to 120 lb. free luggage first class 
and 100 Ib. second class, the company is 
charging, as regards its through Conti- 
nental traffic, 6d. each package for regis- 
tration, and ls. ld. for each 10 lb. or 
part of 10 lb. over 96 lb., while if a 
bicycle is carried it is not only charged 


for separately, but is also weighed in with 


the passenger’s luggage and charged for 
again ; and whether, if this is so, he will 
communicate with the company with the 
view of putting an end to such charges. 


Mr RITCHIE: I will answer the 
questions of the hon. Members for the 
Barnstaple Division of Devonshire and 
the Elland Division of Yorkshire at the 
same time. Although the Board of Tiade 
have no power to regulate the amount of 


: h _or charges for passengers’ luggage they 
ling public, especially at holiday times, | are very sensible of the importance of the 
of the hardship to people of small | question and of the confusion and irri- 


| tation which will certainly arise as soon 
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as the holiday season commences. 


Questions 


subject. The Department will also 
address a letter to the South Eastern 
Company upon the special point affecting 


that company which has been raised by | 


the hon. Baronet. 


EDUCATION OF POOR LAW 
CHILDREN. 


Mr. TREVELYAN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local (Government 


Board if he can state how many boards | 


of guardians send their poor law children 
to public elementary schools ; whether 
this practice is advocated by the Depart- 
ment ; also, how many boards send their 
children to the public elementary schools, 
and keep them inthe workhouse out of 


school hours in contact with the adult 


paupers. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHaPLin, 


Lincolnshire, Sleaford): According to 


the latest returns 508 boards of guardians , 


send their children to public elementary 
schools. This practice has for many 
years past been strongly advocated by 
the Local Government Board. I am not 
in a position to give any precise informa- 
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The | 
Board will therefore at once communicate | 
with the Railway Association on the, 


tion on the point referred to in the last | 


part of the question, but I may state that 
in the more populous unions the children 
are kept in buildings separate from the 
rest of the paupers, and that in all cases 


they are required to be treated as a) 


separate class, so that they may be 
brought as little as possible into contact 


with the adult paupers. 


BOARDING-OUT PAUPER CHILDREN. 
Mr. TREVELYAN : I beg to ask the 


President of the Local Government Board | 


if he can say what number of boards of 
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within the union. Where there is no 
such committee it devolves upon the 
medical and relieving officers to make 
periodical visits and reports with respect 
to the children. 


METROPOLITAN VEHICULAR 
REGULATIONS. 

GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to the dangers which occur 
in crowded thoroughfares from the fact 
that drivers of covered vans are not 
obliged to have sidelights ; whether he is 
aware that in nearly all Continental capi- 
tals there is a strict regulation on this 
point, and that it is rigidly enforced ; 
and whether he can see his way to have 
this precaution made also compulsory in 
London. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WuitE Rip.ey, Lancashire, « Blackpool) : 
Covered vans from which drivers are un- 
able to see the trattic on either side of 
them are undoubtedly a danger ; but the 
police have no power to make any regula- 
tion on the subject. 


REPORT OF THE CHIEF INSPECTOR 


OF FACTORIES. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department when the portion of the 
Annual Report of the Chief Inspector of 
Factories and Workshops, which was 
stated to be ready in May, will be distri- 
buted to Members. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The whole 
of the Report was completed and sent to 
the printers a month ago. The date of 
its issue now depends entirely on the 
printers, who have been and will be 
pressed to expedite the work. 


guardians board out the children charge- | 


able to them within the union, and in how ° 


many cases the children are under volun- 


tary committees of management, and in | 


how many cases they depend solely upon 


inspection by the medical and relieving | ment whether his attention 


officers. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC OPEN-AIR PROCES- 
SIONS—DISTURBANCE AT PECKHAM. 

CoLonEL SANDYS: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
has_ been 
called to an open-air procession of Roman 
| Catholics, some of them being ecclesiastics 


Mr. CHAPLIN: On the Ist January | wearing the habits of their orders and 
last 410 boards of guardians buarded out | exercising the rites and ceremonies of 


children within the union. 


In eighty- | their religion, which took place at Peck- 


three unions voluntary committees have | ham on Sunday, 27th May; whether 


been authorised to board out children | such procession took place with the per- 
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mission of the Chief Commissioner of {the Postmaster General, whether the 
Police ; and whether the powers conferred | underground electric cable between 
on the Chief Commissioner of Police as to | London and Birmingham is working satis- 
permitting organised processions in the | factorily, and whether it will be extended 
Metropolitan Police are to override the ex- | northwards, in order to prevent a recur- 
press statutory prohibition contained in| rence of the prolonged interruption of 
10 Geo. IV. c. 7, s. 26 ; and whether the | telegraphic communication between Eng- 
proclamation of 15th June, 1852, drawing land and Scotland caused by last winter's 
attention to the illegality of such open- | snowstorms. 


air processions, is still in force. | Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The statute | tHE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
referred to does not confer on the Com- ton): The underground telegraph line to 
missioner of Police any power either to Birmingham meets the demand for unin- 
consent to or to prohibit such a procession terrupted communication over that part 
as that mentioned in the question. The | of the country where destructive gales 
duty of the police is simply the ordinary are most prevalent; but it is not at 
duty of preserving order. The law on present found to be so generally useful as 
the subject is contained in the Act men-| an overground line, and the Postmaster 
tioned in the question and not in the General cannot at present contemplate 
proclamation. its extension to the North. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): suNDAY DUTY IN THE POST OFFICE. 


On behalf of the hon. Member for East. tp SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
Cavan, I beg to ask the Under Secretary < 

ar ; - ” | [ beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 

of State for War whether his attention EBT i. , G ol 

has been drawn to the attack made on a “"CPresenting the *ostmaster Menera’ 

' whether Sunday duty in the General Post 


gen gee in Peckham on the Office, which has hitherto been performed 

is ay; whether he is aware that by volunteers, will in future be compul- 

ieutenant-Colonel Martin Whale, of the sory on all the staff; whether the work 
co ! » * 


uke Reg Pee pir ‘ antiga | at present done on Sundays is more than 
ee : can be performed by the number of 
 aeenial and whether Whale is on! volunteers at present available; and 
full pay, or on half pay, or in receipt of whether the Post Office authorities are 
a rete or pension from the War Office ; actually removing from Sunday duties 
a. bap pacer the War Office has | those who have volunteered to perform 
, ‘them, and are forcing these duties upon 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: This should be men who conscientiously object to work 
addressed to the Admiralty. The War | 0n Sunday. 


Off ree treme al | 
cn eT Te ee Mr. HANBURY: Sunday duty will 
/in future be compulsory on all members 
Mr. GOSCHEN: I am prepared to/| of the staff of the Circulation Office who 
answer at once. I have seen a news-| entered the service on the condition that 
paper report which gives a summary of | they would be liable to such duty. ‘This 
the occurrence in question. It is stated | condition was first imposed in 1898. At 
that Colonel Whale, a retired officer of | present the work on Sundays is more than 
Royal Marines, on meeting the religious | can be performed by the volunteers avail- 
procession referred to, had shouted a pro-| able unless some, at any rate, of them 
test, and in consequence, lost his hat, and | attend every Sunday, and regular service 
that he seemed well satisfied with his | seven days a week is not desirable either 
day’s work. The case does not appear to | in the interests of the Department or of 
be one that would justify the withholding | the men themselves. Such officers as 
of retired pay earned by a service of! may desire to avoid attendance on 
twenty-four years. ‘Sundays are at liberty to provide 
approved substitutes. 
UNDERGROUND ELECTRIC CABLE, 
HAM, \ YONDON AND BIRMING-| Mn, CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
Sin J. LENG: I beg to ask the E.): Is there any limit as to this duty ? 


Secretary to the Treasury, as representing | Mr. HANBURY: Does the hon. 
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Member mean with regard to the number 
of Sundays or the period of duty ? 


Mr. CHANNING : Both. 


Mr. HANBURY: A man may not do 
it more often than every other Sunday, 
and I believe the duty is limited to five 
hours. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACT 
SCHEDULES. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that copies of rate books at 
present supplied to clerks of unions do 
not contain the names of lessees and 
owners, which are essential for the pur- 
pose of making out Labourers Act 
Schedules ; and whether as under this 
system professional men, auctioneers, and 
other persons have no means of obtaining 
information required for their business 
unless at the county offices, and in view 
of the inconvenience caused to officials 
and to the general public by the with- 
drawal of the valuation lists from the 
offices of the clerks of unions, he would 
advise the Local Government Board to 
restore the practice that existed previous 
to the Local Government Act, 1898. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The new rate books contain 
only the names of occupiers or of lessees 
and owners who are liable for rates under 
Section 52 (1) of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, and the Local 
Government Board do not consider that 
these books should be burdened with 
additional information which has no 
connection with the rate, and is merely 
required in order to enable schedules for 
the Labourers Acts to be prepared with- 
out reference to the valuation lists in 
the county council offices, and to facili- 
tate “ professional men and auctioneers ” 
in their private business—as suggested in 
the question. 


DUBLIN COLLEGE OF SCIENCE AND 
ART. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that there is a want of employment 
in Dublin, and whether he can state when 
the new buildings for the College of 


{COMMONS } 
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Science and Art will be commenced in 
that city. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am not 
aware that there is any special want of 
employment in Dublin at present ; and as 
regards the second part of the question, 
I would refer the hon. Member to the 
reply given by my right hon. friend the 
Vice-President of the Department of 
Agriculture to a somewhat similar ques- 
tion put to him on the 26th March,* to 
which reply I have nothing to add. 


RENT CASES IN COUNTY CLARE. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I be 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lor 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he has 
received any complaintsas to the delays 
which have occurred in fixing, rents in 
Clare, and whether he will cause inquiry 
to be made as to the working of the Land 
Act in that county. 





| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am not 
| aware that any complaints have been 
| received of the nature mentioned in the 
| question. I am informed that a sub- 
commission has been continuously at 
work in disposing of applications to fix 
fair rents in Clare during the past two 
years, and that a considerable number of 
additional cases from the county have 
been listed for hearing before a sub-com- 
mission which will commence its sittings 
on Friday next. The reply to the second 
part of the question is in the negative. 


THE DISSOLUTION—THE PARLIA- 
MENTARY REGISTER. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): [beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether it is proposed to take 
steps to accelerate the registration of 
Parliamentary voters this year, so that, 
in the event of a Dissolution in the late 
autumn, the General Election may be 
taken on a new register. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Gentleman has apparently access to in- 
formation about the Dissolution which is 
not at my disposal. But whatever date 
the Dissolution may be fixed for, I do not 
think that any alteration in the registra- 
tion of voters ought to be preliminary 
to it. 





oi See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxi. p. 331. 








297 
\ 


N 
shit 
of t 
am 
cou 
met 
giv 
inte 
Sur 
tha 
rect 
sior 
whi 
whe 
Sec 
Ma. 
sen 
visi 
arr 
stas 
sess 


\ 
tlen 
tha: 
exci 
Bill 





og 
rd 


ys 


ry 
nd 


ot 
en 
he 
ib- 
at 


VO 
of 
ve 


gs 
nd 


n, 











997 Business of 


WELSH SUNDAY CLOSING BILL. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the First Lord 


of the Treasury whether he has received | 


a number of communications from county 
councils and other public bodies and 
meetings in Wales appealing to him to 
give the necessary facilities for passing 
into law during this session the Welsh 
Sunday Closing Bill ; whether he is aware 
that this Bill is based upon the unanimous 
recommendations of the Royal Commis- 
sion appointed by the Government of 
which he was a member in 1889; and 
whether, seeing that this Bill passed its 
Second Reading without a division on 9th 
May, and in view of this general con- 
sensus of opinion as to its principal pro- 


arrangements as will allow the remaining 
stages of the Bill to be passed this 
session. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Gen- 
tleman is probably as well aware as I am 
that it is practically impossible to make 
exceptions in favour’of private Members’ 
Bills. 


BRITISH MUSEUM—EXTENSION OF 
a BRITISH MUSEUM 
sTLL. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : I 
beg to ask the First Commissioner of 
Works whether the trustees of the 
British Museum are at present prepared 
with plans for its extension, and whether 
they have funds bequeathed to them 
which may be applied to this purpose. 


Mr. HANBURY: Under the will of 
the late Mr. Vincent Stuckey Lean the 
trustees are entitled to a bequest of 
£50,000 for “the improvement and ex- 
tension of the library and reading room.” 
A plan for the extension of the museum 
which would comply with the terms of 
the bequest at an estimated cost of 
£150,000 was put forward by the 
trustees in 1899. Its consideration has 
been deferred, as the Bill now before 
Parliament to authorise the trustees to 
(leposit copies of local newspapers with 
local authorities and to dispose of value 
less printed matter would set free a large 
amount of space. 


Mr. J. MORLEY (Montrose) : Is it not 
true that the Treasury wrote to the 
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trustees of the museum in August last 


informing them that they could not feel 
justified in acceding to any proposal for 
the extension of the buildings until an 
attempt had been made to take the 
opinion of the House, with a view to 
giving new authority to the trustees for 
the disposal of newspapers and other 
printed matter. 


Mr. HANBURY: I think my answer 
implied that. 


Mr. J. MORLEY: That being so I 
wish to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether he will give facilities before 
the end of the session for the discussion, 


if not the passing, of the Museum Bill. 
visions, he will endeavour to make such | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We consider 
the Bill to which the right hon. Gentle- 
man refers to be a Bill of a public 
character, and we are more or less 
responsible for it in the way stated by 
my right hon. friend. But whether it 
would be possible for me to find time 
this session for the discussion of the Bill 
is a question which at the present 
moment I cannot answer. 


3USINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
May I ask what will be the business for 
next Thursday and Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My expecta- 
tion is that the Railways (Prevention of 
Accidents) Bill will be taken on Thurs- 
day, and the Home Office Vote on Friday. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Is it certain 
we shall get the Report of the Chief 
Inspector of Factories and Workshops, 
on which the discussion of the Home 
Office Vote turns, by Friday night? If 
we do not, will the right hon. Gentleman 
undertake not to proceed with that Vote ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will make 
inquiry. If it is impossible to have the 
Vote circulated, I will not press the Vote 
under conditions which would render the 
discussion of it more or less nugatory. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: We have 
been told the Report is in the hands of the 
printers. Perhaps we can have it ina 
day or two. I will put down a question 


for to-morrow. 
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lending Bill ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not’ 


think I have any statement to make upon | 
that subject, but it will, perhaps, be more 
appropriately raised in the course of the 
debate which is about to be initiated on 
my motion. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to the Public 
Health (Ireland) Bill. 





BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE—GOVERN- 
MENT BUSINESS. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I now rise to 
move the resolution which stands in my 
name. I think it will, broadly speaking, 
fit in with the wishes of the House, and J 
am certain that it will fit in with its con- 
venience. It is in accordance with prece- 
dent that it should be moved by me about 
this time; in fact, I think it has very 
frequently been moved before this date. 
I am aware that the motion will have the 
effect of depriving certain hon. Members 
of the opportunity they have obtained of 
discussing questions which interest them, 
and, possibly, other people also. That is 
an inevitable misfortune, but I think it is 
only due to the Government to say 
that, as far as I am aware, not a 
single Tuesday has been taken in the 
course of this session for advancing 
the ordinary Government programme of 
legislation, Tuesdays have been taken 
for the financial business of the year, but 
not for the purpose of advancing any 
single Bill which the Government have 
upon the Order Paper. In these cireum- 
stances, now that we have reached this 
stage of the session, I think it not un- 
reasonable that the Government should 
ask the House to give further facilities 
for proceeding with their general pro- 
gramme. As this is not the time to make 
a statement with regard to any possible 
diminution of the size of that programme, 
I will content myself by moving the 
resolution of which I have given notice. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That for the remainder of the session 
Government business do have precedence | 
on Tuesday and Wednesday (except on 
Wednesdays the 20th and 27th of June), 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. YERBURGH: Do the Govern- | 
ment intend to proceed with the Money- | 


prospects of 


‘to be said on that point. 


' fortunate Private Members’ Bills. 
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and that the provisions of Standing Order 


No. 56 be extended to all the days of the 
week.” —(Mr. 4. Balfour.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not imagine that there will be much 
disposition to find fault with a motion of 


‘this kind being made at this period of 
‘the session, but I am very much sur- 


prised to find it unaccompanied by any 
statement whatever with regard to the 
legislation for the rest 
of the session. If the right . hon. 
Gentleman wishes for a__ precedent, 
I would remind him that last year 
when he made a similar motion he 
announced what Bills would be pro- 
ceeded with, and on previous occasions, 
when such a motion has been made, that 
explanation has always taken place. [ 


'may speak quite frankly. There are 


certain Bills as to the future fate of 
which there is considerable doubt in 
everyone’s mind—no doubt as to how 
the House will regard them, but doubt 
as to the serious intentions of the Govern- 
ment to proceed with them. I should have 
thought that this was the very occasion on 
which the House might expect and, in fact, 
is entitled to have some information with 
regard to the fate of those Bills. Ido 
not know when the right hon. Gentleman 
proposes that there should be a statement 
made which will enable the House to dis- 
cuss this part of the Government’s pro- 
ceedings, and I think that most Members 
will share my astonishment at the course 
the right hon. Gentleman has taken. As 
to whether the Government should now 
take the whole time of the House with 
certain exceptions, there is, I think, little 
I think the 
right hen. Gentleman stretched his de- 
mand upon the assent of the House a 


‘little too far when he said the Govern- 


ment had not previously in the session 
taken Tuesdays for legislative business. 
He admitted that they had taken them 


‘for financial purposes, and I would point 


out that in so doing they freed other 


Government days for legislative work, 
,and the effect upon the rights of private 


Members was exactly the same as if the 
Tuesdays had been used to advance 
Government Bills. Now, I have an ap- 
peal to make to the right hon. Gentleman. 
He proposes to give us two Wednesdays 
for the further discussion of certain more 
In the 
past, three Wednesdays have usually been 
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set apart for that purpose, and I do not 
know why he is so niggardly with his 
allowance on the present occasion. 
think, after looking into the matter, that 


it requires a little more consideration | 


than seems to have been given toit. We 
have now an experience extending over a 
year or two of this proposal, and I can 
only say that it has worked in a hap- 
hazard way. Ido not know what is the 
rule as to the seniority of a Bill. A Bill 
may be read a second time unanimously, 
and it may have entered on the Com- 
mittee stage, but another Bill, referred to 
a Standing Committee, may take pre- 
cedence of it. That is an irregular form 
of arrangement which I think hardly 
carries out the intention of the rules of 
the House. There is a Bill for prohibit- 
ing the sale of drink to children under 
sixteen years of age. This is a Bill which 
has created an immense amount of 
feeling throughout the country. I am 
—as no doubt is the right hon. Gentle- 
man—in receipt of communications from 
all quarters with regard to this Bill. The 
representations have come to me not from 
those interested in party questions, not 
from fanatics, not from those having 
strong opinions on the licensing question, 
but from churches, Sunday schools, and 
other recognised institutions in their 
thousands, showing that there is an 
immense amount of feeling on both sides 
quite apart from party division. One 
memorial signed by some thousands of 
Sunday-school teachers and managers has 
come trom Liverpool. The Bill received 
the unanimous assent of the House. 
[*No, no!”] Well, there was no division 
on it. But now it is in the third place, 
not in the first, because it was not 
referred, at the request of the Home 
Secretary, to the Standing Committee. I 
believe that if my hon. friend had resisted 
the appeal of the right hon. Gentleman 
the feeling of the House was such that his 
motion would have been carried and the 
Bill would have retained its precedence. 
Other Bills I could mention have met a 
similar unfortunate fate. 1 object to this 
happy-go-lucky system and its effect on 
the Bills before the House. The feeling 
in the country is very strong on this 
question, and I make an appeal to the 
Government to give some special oppor- 
tunity for the further progress of this Bill. 
My object in rising was to point out that 
the rule works unequally, unfairly, and 


deserves the attention of the right hon. | however, to an allegorical §personage— 


{18 JuNE 1900} 


| Gentleman, who has done so much, while 
' Leader of the House, to increase the effi- 
I\ ciency of our manner of conducting 
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Business. 


business. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) : I will not follow the right hon. 
Gentleman in the ex parte statement he 
has made on behalf of a Bill set down for 
consideration on a future day. But I 


/must enter my protest against the state- 


ment that the Bill was unanimously 
accepted by the House. What occurred 
was that it came on unexpectedly in the 
absence of most of the opponents of the 
Bill, and so far from being unopposed the 
right hon. Gentleman must be well aware 
that it will be strongly resisted in its 
future stages in this House, and I must 
say that it would have been more candid 
if he had recognised these facts in 
his references to the subject. But 
without following the right hon. Gentle- 
man into the somewhat irregular channel 
into which he has attempted to draw the 
House I should like to put before my 
right hon. friend reasons why he certainly 
should not give more Wednesdays up for 
the purpose suggested by the right hon. 
Gentleman. If he requires time he 
should take it impartially from Members 
who are interested in motions and from 
those who are interested in Bills. In 
regard to the present motion we are 
asked to give up for the rest of the 
session any power we possess of raising 
any question, be it important, urgent, or 
otherwise, in this House. I shall be told 
perhaps that Standing Order No. 17 
makes provision for raising questions of 
urgency. My reply is that, for reasons 
with which the House is familiar, that has 
ceased to be the safeguard which it was 
intended by its promoters to be. I will 
not, however, go into this question in detail. 
I notice that my right hon. friend ap- 
proaches this subject of Motions for Ad- 
journment on matters of urgency in a some- 
what changeful mood; in fact, his atti- 
tude is somewhat suggestive of that which 
dominated Pharaoh during the intervals 
between the Egyptian plagues. At times 
he is very sympathetic, but at other 
periods, when the immediate peril has 
subsided, he relapses into hardness of 
heart. I could go on to remind my right 


‘hon. friend of other examples, but per- 


haps I had better not do so, lest I give 
rise to misapprehension. I would refer 
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and I do not suggest for one moment {able number of those Bills are measures 


that my right hon. friend reminds me 


of that personage in either shape or | 


form, for on the contrary I regard him 
as the embodiment of his absolute 
the allegorical personage who, when 
sick, was alleged to have formed 
resolves in the direction of becoming a 
monk, or, as some versions have it, a 
saint, but whose 
canonisation, and yearnings for the 
cloister, evaporated on convalescence. At 
any rate, the right hon. Gentleman will 
admit that, by the interpretation which 
has been put upon our procedure, we may 
be precluded by a Member absent in 
South Africa, or even by a Member here, 
from raising any of those important 
questions which it was intended we should 
be enabled to raise under the Standing 
Order I have referred to. I do not wish, 
however, to offer any objection to the 
taking of private Members’ time for the 
tond fide purpose of winding up the 
session, which, I take it, is the real object 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s motion, but 


to which there is either little or no 
opposition at all, so far as one can judge 
by the Second Reading debates and the 


' discussions before the Standing Com- 
antithesis — hence I may allude to 


aspirations towards , 


I do wish to point out that he is placing | 


us in an unprecedented position with re- 
gard to our powers of raising questions of 


urgency, and I certainly hope he will give | 


this matter consideration at the earliest 
opportunity. 


Sir CHARLES DILKE: We are 
called upon to-day to sacrifice a large 
number of Private Members’ Bills to 
which there is practically no opposition at 
all, and we are called upon to do this 
without knowing what is to be the 
probable fate of at least four Government 
Bills that are likely to take a great deal 
of time, and which will in all probability 
be dropped. We are, therefore, asked to 
decide this question in the dark. We 
cannot possibly say whether two or three 
Wednesdays will or will not be required 
for Private Members’ Bills until we com- 
pare the Government Bills which are 
likely to be dropped, and the Private 
Members’ Bills which will be killed if 
this motion is carried. This matter is 


mittees themselves. The Government 
Bills to which I have especially referred 
are four in number. I do not speak of 
Scotch or Irish Bills with which I am not 
acquainted, but speaking of English Bills 
there are four which, from what we have 
heard and seen for ourselves, seem 
likely to be dropped. It is probable 
the Companies Bill will be dropped. 
If the Government had intended to 
persevere with that useful measure, in 
which so great a number of Members 
are interested, I imagine they would have 
made some progress with it before this 
time. The fact that it has been put ina 
fair position amo;ig the Orders of the Day 
on almost every Monday, but never ina 
very high position, leads those of us who 
have some experience of these matters to 
think it is not intended by the Govern- 
ment to pass that Bill this session. There 
is also the Factory and Workshops Bill, 
which has occupied a position just below 
the Companies Bill all through the session, 
and with which also there has been no 
serious attempt to go forward. Then 
there is the Money-lending Bill, which was 


' the subject of inquiry recently, and there 


one of some importance on account of its , 


hearing on the procedure of the Standing 
Committees of this House. The Stand- 
ing Committees this year have been very 
hard-worked indeed; they have had, 
and still have a larger number of Bills 
under their consideration than has 
ever been the case before. A consider- 


Mr. James Lowther. 


is another Bill, also of importance, and 
one which is rather actively opposed— 
namely, the Dogs Regulation Bill. I 
imagine there are few Members under 
the impression that the Government 
will pass these Bills through the House, 
an‘l yet the fact that they will not tell 
us what they mean to do in regard to 
any of them keeys us in the dark in this 
debate. On the other hand, the Private 
Members’ Bills of this year are very 
numerous and important—I mean not the 
ordinary Private Members’ Bills which 
are brought in every year, but Bills which 
have either passed through or are still 
before the Standing Committee or have 
been read a second time unanimously or 
by overwhelming majorities. I may add 
one other Bill, in which, throughout the 
Empire, great interest is taken, and which 
stands in a position somewhat similar to 
those I have mentioned—a Bill which is 
passing not through this House, but 
through the House of Lords: I 
mean the Colonial Marriages Bill. 
This is a measure which has in its favour 
an overwhelming majority in both Houses 
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of Parliament, but to which, if this motion 
js carried, we shall not be able to afford 
any time. But, putting aside the Colonial 
Marriages Bill, there are a singularly 
large number of Bills this year which, 
although in the hands of private Members, 
have passed through, or are before a 
Standing Committee. If this motion is 
carried, in what an extraordinary position 
the two Standing Committees will remain 
during the rest of the session! They will 
have Bills coming before them on four 
days a week, and Members will be asked 
to attend at great inconvenience, to make 
great sacrifices, to give up all other en- 
gagements, and to sit in this House for 
twelve hours a day with the certainty 
that their work will be entirely useless, 
knowing that those Bills with which they 
are called upon to deal, if a single 
Member opposes them, will have no 
chance whatever of passing into law. 
There is the Workmen’s Compensation 
Bill which has passed through Standing 
Committee, and it stands first for next 
Wednesday. There can be no doubt 
that that Bill will pass. It passed its 
Second Reading unanimously, and_ it 
passed through Standing Committee after 
a great deal of discussion, but without 
any opposition. Though very short, it is 
an extremely complicated and difficult 
Bill, which undoubtedly deserves and 
will receive careful consideration at the 
hands of the House. ‘There is every 
probability that on Report next Wednes- 
day, and on Third Reading the Wednesday 
after, the measure will occupy the whole 
of the sitting. That, therefore, is the 
one Bill to which this proposal gives a 
chance, all other Bills, as it appears to 
me, having no chance whatever if this 
motion is carried. Among the other Bills 
there is the Merchant Shipping Bill, in 
the hands of hon. Members opposite, 
which has passed its Second Reading and 
the Standing Committee, and in which a 
great number of shipping Members are 
interested. There is the Borough Funds 
Bill, a Bill of the utmost importance, in 
regard to which there is a general agree- 
ment, and which, on pledges being given 
that certain modifications should be made 
in Committee, passed its Second Reading 
without opposition. Those modifications 
were made, and the Bill passed very 
rapidly through Standing Committee, 
but still, if a single Member of this 
House opposes that Bill after this motion 
is carried, it will be lost. I say a single 
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Member of this House, because it is 
unfortunately the fact—and a fact 
which I think is a scandal in relation 


Business. 


to the performances of this House-— 
‘that during the 


last four or five 
years, if two Members have actively 
opposed any Private Member’s Bill, that 
Bill has not been carried. I believe that 
during the last two or three years no 
Private Member’s Bill has been carried 
which was actively opposed at all its 
stages by even a single Member. The 
Bill of last year as to children under 
thirteen years of age, although very 
actively opposed on the Second Reading and 
Committee stages, was not really oppose: 
on Report or Third Reading. In addition 
to the Bills to which I have referred, 
there is a Scotch Bill coming before the 
Standing Committee—namely, the Town 
Councils (Scotland) Bill, a very important 
Bill, and one which will, no doubt, pass 
through the Standing Committee, but 
with the certainty that if one Member 
actively opposes the Bill all the labours 
of the Standing Committee with regard 
to it will be lost. Then there is the 
County and Borough Franchise (London) 
Bill, a Bill to which a great number of 
Members attach very high importance. 
That Bill is down io come before the 
Standing Committee. There is a general 
agreement as to what it should contain, 
but it is a Bill of a kind which is 
almost certain after it has passed through 
the Standing Committee to meet with 
opposition from one or two Members of 
this House if it is known that such oppo- 
sition is sufficient to kill the Bill. That 
isa case of a Bill which, although sup- 
ported by an overwhelming majority of 
the Members of this House, “will 
undoubtedly be killed if this motion is 
carried. Then there is the Sunday 
Closing (Wales) Bill, which also has still 
to go before the Standing Committee, 
and which also no doubt will be killed hy 
this proposal. I venture to suggest that 
there never has been an occasion when 
the issue presented to the House by this 
seemingly unimportant motion was more 
important on its bearing on the forms of 
the House than un this oceasion. Thers 
has never been an occasion when the 
practical difference in modern times 
between what was meant by the resolu 
tion as to business after Whitsuntide 


‘and the actual fact was more startling 


than it is to-day. The Leader of the Oppo- 
sition referred to the manner in which Bilis 
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are grouped after Whitsuntide. That 
proposal was one carried by Sir Stafford 
Northcote’s Committee, by which, on 


Wednesdays after Whitsuntide, Bills were 


placed in order according to the amount | 
of progress they had made. When that ' 
proposal was carried the idea was that it 
should apply to the remaining Wednes- 
days of the session until we reached 
August, and that was the practice of the 
House. But when the operation of the 
Standing Order is narrowed to two 
Wednesdays only it becomes ridiculous, 
and as every Member of the House knows, 
it stands now in a ludicrous position. We 
should not be in order on this or any 
similar ges when we are dis-| 
cussing motion to take time—_| 
pron our minds cannot be free from | 
the consideration of the matter— 
in dealing with proposals to change the | 
forms of the House. I am one of those | 
who think the House, or large bodies of | 
Members of the House, should have the | 
power of deciding on the order in which | 
Bills should be presented to the House. 
We should not, however, be in order in | 


discussing that or any such proposal on | 


{COMMONS} 





circumstance. It is especially un. 
fortunate in view of the fact, put 
before us by the right hon. clase 
man the Member for the Forest of 
Dean, that a large part of the Govern. 
ment programme will probably not be per- 
‘severed with. There is no serious 
suggestion that some of the Bills will be 
carried into law, while, on the other hand, 
there are a great number of Private Men. 
bers’ Bills; in some of which the Govern- 
ment themselves have a kind of interest, 
which will be entirely destroyed or shorn 
of all chance of success by the proposal 
now before us. For example, there is the 
Bill which was made the subject of 
question and answer to-day—a Bill which 
was brought in under the charge of 
| private Members but which, as the right 
hon. Gentleman has said, was instigated 
| by the Government themsely es. That 
Bill may or may not command the assent 
| of the House, but it is a measure which 
ought to be allowed to come under con- 
sideration. My object ix rising to-day, 
| however, is not merely to repeat what has 
been said so admirably by the right hon. 


Gentleman, but to point out that there is 
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this occasion, but the scandal of the pre- | really no reason this year for the restric- 
sent sysiem m—the certainty that all these ; tion of the exceptional Wednesdays to the 
Bills, upon which so much labour has! first two after Whitsuntide. When the 
heen bestowed, which have occupied and | rule was first adopted giving after Whit- 
still will occupy the attention of the’ suntide precedence to Bills in the order 
Standing Committees (if under these | | of the amount of progress they had made, 
circumstances quorums can be obtained | the right of private Members to Wednes- 
to consider the Bills) will be sacrificed | days was not interfered with until the end 
by this resolution for a Government pro- | of July. We used to have all the Wed- 
gramme which is not announced to us— | nesdays after Whitsuntide to the end of 
seems to me to be greater on this | July, and the Orders were absorbed for 
occasion than ever at any time before. Government business. That is quite de- 
| Sematite when there is a large amount of 

Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin): | public business in which we are all inter- 
1 think many Members share the feeling | ested impeded in its progress. But that 
of the right hon. Gentleman the Member | does not apply this year, and we are not 
for the Forest of Dean, as to the novelty | justified in adopting the new plan of re 
of the position taken up by my right hon. | stricting the Vednesdays allowed to 
friend the Leader of the House on this | private “Members to the two mentioned 
occasion. On all former occasions, as far in the resolution, when the motive for 
as I can remember, when it was proposed the restriction is not present. Besides 








to absorb additional time after Whitsun- | 


tide, it has been recognised that some- 
thing was being taken from private ' 
Members, and the Leader of the House 
has given assurances that the time so 
taken should be spent on certain definite | 
objects. It was a kind of “give and 
take” arrangement, from which I think 
my right hon. friend has on this occasion ° 
for the first time departed. It is a rather 
remarkable and, I think, unfortunate 


Sir Charles Dilke. 


the Bills which have been proceeded with 
in this House, there is one which has 
commanded a majority in another place, 
and which would be sure to pass this 
House, as we have not even a Bench of 
Bishops to give a majority in opposition 


| to it—I mean the Bill with respect to 
colonial marriages. That Bill will be shut 


out altogether in the event of this reso- 
lution being adopted. The right hon. 
Gentleman has referred to the fact that 
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it will be within the power of any one 
Member to prevent further progress being 
made with any of these Bills. But as 
goon as the Government absorb every 


evening and every afternoon, pressure is | 
naturally and rightly put on the Govern- | 


ment to adopt the further rule of moving 
the adjournment of the House as soon as 


Government business is disposed of. On | 


these grounds I think there is a very 
strong case for reconsidering the proposi- 
tion made by my right hon. friend. I 


think the House would be well advised. 
in excluding altogether Wednesday from | 


the purview of the resolution before the 
House. I do press very strongly upon 


the right hon. Gentleman that Wednes- | 
day should be excluded altogether from | 


this motion. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: I think the 


House has some ground to complain that 


the right hon. Gentleman has not given | 


any reason except a purely formal one 


for the motion which he asks the House | 


toaccept. He has asked permission to 
take Wednesday up to the end of the 
session without telling the House what 


he proposes to do with the Wednesdays , 


which will be absorbed. Hitherto a pro- 
position of this kind has never been made 
only upon the ground that there was a 
mass of Government business to be 
got through, but on this occasion the 
right hon. Gentleman has not followed 
even his own precedent. On the 19th of 
June last year* the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House made a similar 


proposal, and moved a resolution in the | 


same words, and in his speech in support 
of the motion he said— 


“IT do not propose to give an exact pro- 
gramme of what we hope to pass, because that 
would be impossible ; nor has anyone in my 


position, at this period of the session, ever ' 


attempted such a task.” 


Then the right hon. Gentleman went on : 


to read a list of the various measures 


before the House, the various stages | 


they had 
thought 


and what he 
happen to 


reached, 
would 


hon. Gentleman gave the House a pledge 


with reference to the introduction of any | 
future measures to the effect that no Bills | 


of a controversial character would be intro- 
duced. The right hon. Gentleman said— 
“Ido not, of course, say that all these 
measures will, as a matter of fact, pass into 
*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxii , page 1502. 
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them. | 
What is still more important, the right , 
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| law before we separate, but I hope very sub- 
| stantial progress will be made with the list. 
| which I have just read to the House.” 

| What the right hon. Gentleman did them 
was to give the House an idea of what was 
passing in the mind of the Government, so 
that the {louse was put in possession of 
'what the Government proposed to do in 
regard to the business for the rest of the 
session. [agree with what has been said 
by my right hon. friend as to the very 
'important Private Members’ Bills which 
have not yet been disposed of, and about 
which there can be very little doubt that. 
they will ot be disposed of this session. 
But at any rate we have a right to know 
what the Government intend to do with 
their own Bills, what they intend to pro- 
ceed with, and what they do not intend to. 
proceed with. The right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean has 
alluded to two Bills which the right. hon. 
Gentleman referred to in his speech last 
‘year. For example, there is the Money- 
lending Bill. I think the House has a 
right to know whether the Government 
are in earnest about that Bill or not. 
There is another Bill which has not been 
mentioned, with reference to which I 
must say that if it is not proceeded with 
it will amount almost to a public scandal 
—I refer to the Companies Bill. That is 
a serious scandal in commercial life which 
ought to be dealt with at once. It is not 
in an incomplete state. That measure 
has been under the consideration 
of the House of Lords and the Judges and 
others for three or four years, and they 
have sent the Bill down to this House. [ 
do not mean to say that the measure is 
perfect, but upon many points connected 
with it there is a general assent among 
the commercial and legal public. If the 
Government would put their foot down 
they can carry that Bill through the 
House during the remainder of this 
session. [Mr. Gipson BowLss dissented. | 
My hon. friend the Member for King’s 
Lynn shakes his head, but I think even 
his opposition might be overcome by a 
strong Government. Then there is the 
' Factories Bill, and there is also another 
measure which I think ought not to be 
put on one side this session under the- 
peculiar circumstances of the case—I 
| mean the Colonial Marriages Bill. That 
isa Bill which the Imperial Parliament 
| ought to deal with. It has been passed 
| by an enormous majority this session on 
. the Second Reading in the House of 


Business. 
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Lords, and it is a Bill upon which there 
can be no shadow of adoubt that there is 
an enormous majority in this House in 
favour of it. I think also that the time 
has arrived when the right hon. Gentle- 
man should make a stand with regard to 
the enormous power which insignificant 
majorities in this House have of pre- 
venting legislation which the majority 
-of this House desire tu pass. I think the 
time has arrived for a thorough recon- 
sideration of a great many of the rules of 
‘the House, for many of them are not 
adapted to meet our needs. An enor- 
mous amount of the time of the House of 
‘Commons is deliberately wasted session 
after session, and especially the references 


{COMMONS} 
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by the Leader of the Opposition that the 
Government have failed on this occasion 
to explain the need for further facilities 
for the conduct of Government business, 
The right hon. Gentleman is under a 
misapprehension. I have in this respect 
carefully followed precedent. The right 


hon. Gentleman quoted, to my great 


| surprise, a speech of mine made last year 


on the 19th of June, at a similar period 


‘of the session, when I asked for 
similar powers. If the right hon. 
Gentleman had read _ that speech 


carefully he would see that I deliberately 
declined, either in that speech or in the 
course of the debate which followed, to 


‘in any sense indicate what Bills the 


to Grand Committees requires reconsider- | 


ation. 
to Grand Committees is a departure from 
the principles which Mr. Gladstone laid 
down when he made the motion for these 
‘Grand Committees, because the House 
‘has now thrown upon them a larger 
amount of business which it has become 
impossible for them to pass through 
during the remainder of the session after 
Whitsuntide. I think all these questions 
—-and especially the 17th Standing 
Order to which the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Thanet has alluded— 
require to be dealt with, for this Standing 
Order places it within the power of one 
hon. Member to prevent the House of 
Commons from <liscussing most important 
questions affecting the Empire. I think 
all these things ought to be sufficient to 
convince the right hon. Gentleman that 
the time has arrived to reconsider some 
of our rules of debate. Upon the present 
occasion the right hon. Gentleman has not 
told us for what purpose he is asking the 
House of Commons to adopt this course. 
I think the House ought to know to what 
purpose he intends devoting the time 
‘which he is asking the House of Commons 
to concede, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As several 
hon. Members of great importance in this 
House, occupying leading positions with 
regard to public business, have risen in 
their places and attacked me on the pre- 
sent occasion, I tink I ought not to 
defer my reply to the strictures they , 
have passed. The right hon. Gentleman | 
who has just sat down has laid special | 
-emphasis upon one of those criticisms. | 
The right hon. Gentleman has repeated | 
»with more elaboration the charge made | 


rie { 
Sir Henny Fowler. 


I consider the mode of reference | 


Government were determined to pass or 
what Bills they felt bound to sacrifice, 
There was a period of the session which 
was well known to hon. Members—the 
Parliamentary “massacre of innocents” 
—on which that statement was made to 
the House ; but on the present occasion 
it was never made, and l[ certainly did 


' not make the statement when [ asked last 


' measures 


year for the privilege [ now ask the 
House to give. It would be impossible at 
this period of the session to make such a 
statement ; it would be in the highest 
degree inexpedient for the Government 
to attempt to foretell the various 
which should be proceeded 
with, a power which even the most ex- 
perienced Members certainly could not 
lay claim to. How is it possible to 
foretell the length of time the various 
motions on the Order Paper will take ! 
It is not possible, and until the 
Government have some further informa- 
tion on that point, in my judgment it 
will be in the highest degree inexpedient 
to give the right hon. Gentleman the 
information he desires. I pass from the 
criticism of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Wolverhampton to the 
criticisms made by the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean and 
my right hon. friend the Member for 
Bodmin, who preceded him. As I 
understand them, they say that the 
number of Private Members’ Bills is so 


| great, and they are of such great import- 
‘ance, that the Government ought to 


sacrifice their own time and allow these 
Wednesdays to remain in the possession 
of private Members. I entirely dissent 
from that view. I think that it would 
be a departure from precedent, and it 
would not conduce to the general con- 
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venience of the House. I also must | that what I say is correct. An_hon. 
enter, not for the first time, my protest | Member will get up and say, “ This is 
against the view that Private Members’ | an absurd Bill; it contains this or that 
Bills stand on an equality of treatment | impossible provision, but yet it embodies 
with Government Bills. They do not /some principles I approve of, and there- 
stand on the same equality of treatment. | fore I will either abstain or will vote for 
Time after time the hon. Member for | the Second Reading.” That is not the 
East Mayo has protested against Govern-| way Government Bills are treated or 


ment Bills being brought in under what | ought to be treated. If we are going to 
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is known as the Ten Minutes Rule. A give all these privileges to private 
Member may bring in aj|Members’ Bills in their earlier 


rivate 
Bill abolishing the House of Lords, or | stages, and then in addition extend to 
the Monarchy, not under the Ten Minutes them all the privileges of Government 
rule, but without a word being said. Bills in their later stages, 1 think our 
No Government has ever attempted to | legislative system will fall into chaos, and 
bring in a Bill making a really important | the legislative business of this House will 
constitutional change without observing | not show itself to the best advantage. 
the full forms of the House, involving a, As regards the particular measures which 








consequent expenditure of time. It has 
now become practically a fixed rule and 
tradition of this House, although it is not 
embodied in the Standing Orders, that 
whatever a Private Member’s Bill may be 
it may be brought in at twelve o’clock on 
Wednesday, and then that four and a half 
hours of discussion is enough to decide 
the principle of that measure. I am not 
aware that either you, Sir, or your pre- 
decessor in the Chair has ever refused the 
closure for a Bill brought in under 
these conditions. What Government 
Bill of any importance has ever been 
allowed to pass this House after a discus- 
sion of four and a half hours? Such a 
state of things would not be tolerated. 
We should be told that it was a gross 
invasion of Parliamentary privileges if 
the Government asked for, and Mr. 
Speaker granted, the closure on any first- 
class measure, or even on any second- 
class measure of importance after four 
and a half hours discussion. Why has 
this House tolerated these peculiar privi- 
leges to Private Members’ Bills on their 
earlier stages? Is it because the House 
attaches greater value to the legislative 
efforts of private Members than to the 
legislative efforts of the Government? It 
has never committed itself to any doc- 
trine so absurd as that. The real truth 
is, although it is not embodied in the 
forms of the House, that the great 
majority of our Wednesday afternoon 
Bills are not discussed at all in a manner 
comparable with the discussion on 
Government measures. The discussions 
are more in the nature of decisions of the 
House on certain abstract propositions 
conceived to be embodied in the Bills 


before them. Every hon. Member knows | 


VOL. LXXXIV. [Fourtu Serirs.] 


have been mentioned I have another 
/answer. The right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site said: “Here is the Companies Bill, 
which is a most important Bill; a Bill to 
cut out the gangrene which is eating into 
our commercial system, and it will be a 
public scandal if it does not pass this 
year.” But what chance has it of passing 
unless we get the time ? 


Stir HENRY FOWLER: Will you 
pass it ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : Oh, yes; we 
want to pass all our Bills. For the right 
hon. Gentleman to say in one breath 
that this motion ought to be opposed 
because it takes away the time of private 
Members, and then to blame the Govern- 
ment for not passing Bills, seems to me a 
position so inconsistent that I hardly 
believe the right hon. Gentleman appre- 
ciates the argument he is using. Allusion 
has been made to my speech last year on 
a similar occasion. It is quite true that 
that speech was longer than the speech 
with which I introduced the motion on 
this occasion, but we had to deal with 
several important controversial Bills, and 
the House was anxious to know what 
future legislation the Government con- 








templated. If the House desires the 
assurance, I can assure them that no con- 
troversial business, so far as I am aware, 
other than that already before the House 
or that has been introduced in another 
place—there are two Army Bills, I 
think, in another place—will be taken 
I quite agree that it would be most un- 
fair to ask the House to give us this time 





and then start a large number or even a 
single ‘controversial Bill of which no 


M 
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notice had been given. We do not pro- 
pose to take any such course. on. 
Gentlemen will find in the Order Paper 
which was issued this morning a full 
account of all the controversial business, 
or business which may be described as 
controversial or important, which the 
Government will attempt to pass. I am 
told that the Agricultural Holdings Bill 
and the Sea Fisheries Bill are not on the 
Paper, but they are included in that 
statement. I quite recognise that hon. 
Gentlemen have a right to the pledge I 
have just given. I do not, of course, 
promise that no Departmental Bills will be 
introduced, but even a Departmental Bill, 
if seriously opposed or opposed at all, 
will not be pressed on the notice of the 
House. I hope, under these circumstances 
and after the explanation I have given, 
the House will assent to the motion with- 
out a division. 


Mr. KEARLEY : The speeches which 
have been delivered so far on this motion 
deal with the question of Bills, but there 


{COMMONS} 





is a great deal in what has been said by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for | 
the Isle of Thanet, that some amount of | 
consideration should be given to motions. | 
I am interested in a motion which I, at 
all events, and many people in the 
country feel to be one of urgency. I was 
very much surprised at the reply which 
was given to my modest request for an 
opportunity to discuss this motion. We 
might well expect that we should be 
given an opportunity of discussing first of 
all the Report of Lord Justice Collins’s 
Committee on the administration of war 
funds; and, secondly, the proposals which 
the right hon. Gentleman tells us the 
Government have under consideration 
with reference to this question. I should 
be out of order in going into details, but I 
should like to press one important fact on 
the attention of the House. That is, 
that the flow of public benevolence in the 
way of providing pensions has practically 
come to an end, and there is no further 
expectation of any larger contributions 
being made by the public. That is per- 
fectly obvious to anyone who has followed 
the amounts contributed day by day. On 
the other hand, the number of widows, as 
a result of the war, amounts to 2,000, and 
I am told they will continue to increase at 
the rate of 250 or 300 per month. I 
merely mention that to impress on the 
right hon. Gentleman that this question 





Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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is urgent, and to press him again to give 
us an opportunity of discussing the Re- 
port of the Committee, and also the 
proposals of the Government with refer. 
ence to it. The time is ripe for that dis. 
cussion. This is no matter of an abstract 
resolution, but a matter in which the 
country is deeply interested. I intend to 
make my protest unless I get some 
satisfactory assurance. Meantime I will 
move the Amendment which I have 
handed in, which is to exclude to-morrow, 
which is the day on which the motion 
would come on. 


Mr. CHANNING: Ona point of order, 
I wish to ask whether the Amend- 
ment of my hon. friend has _ priority 
over my Amendment, which is to leave 
out all words after Tuesday, so as to 
restrict the effect on the motion to 
Tuesdays. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
must move to substitute “ Tuesdays ” for 
“Tuesday,” and to leave out to the end of 
the line. That Amendment takes pre- 
cedence of the other Amendment. 


Mr. CHANNING: In moving my 
Amendment, which seems to me to be the 
logical outcome of the unanswered and 
unanswerable speeches of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest of 
Dean and the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bodmin, I should like to make 
one remark as to the speech of the First 
Lord of the Treasury, which seemed to 
be as unsatisfactory as it was singular. 
The right hon. Gentleman deprecated 
abstract discussions. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never did 
anything of the kind. 


Mr. CHANNING : I do not mean that 
the right hon. Gentleman in terms depre- 
cated abstract discussions, but what he 
did deprecate was the giving a further 
time to private Members on the ground 
that Wednesdays were usually occupied 
with abstract discussions. But I would 
point out to the right hon. Gentleman 
that Private Members’ Bills which 
have cbtained the assent of the House 
with unanimity or without division, and 
which represent the opinion of the 
majority of the House, and presumably 
of the country, cannot be regarded as 
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matters of abstract discussion, but as the| Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: It came on 
practical decisions of the House of Com. at an unexpected hour. 
mons. The right hon. Gentleman wishes; Mr. SOUTTAR: I can only say that 
to withhold time from these Bills, and | jt was on the Order Paper of this House 
not to give further facilities for them, | eight times before it came on, and that if 
although it has been proved by the deci-| jt came on unexpectedly it did so in a 
sions of the House itself that they are | very crowded House, and all the benches 
not mere abstract questions, but questions |were full and hon. Members were 
of practical urgency. The right hon. Gen- | standing below the Bar. ButI do not 
tleman fell foul of my right hon. friend desire to base my appeal on that ground 
the Member for East Wolverhampton | at all. I believe that the heart of the 
for challenging his policy in not making | right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
any statement whatever as to the use of | House is in the right place with regard 
the time which the Government propose | to this measure, and I should be most 
to take. Isuppose the right hon. Gentle- | grateful, and Iam sure many others on 
man has already forgotten that the Com- | his own side of the House would be like- 
panies Bill held the first place in the | wise grateful, if he could give our case 
Queen’s Speech in the present session, | some little kindly consideration. I know 
and that it has already passed the House | perfectly well that the gift of another 
of Lords. It is singular and unprece- | Wednesday would be valueless unless he 
dented that at this period of the session | gave the case his personal consideration ; 
such a Bill should be left in the lurch, | but I am certain that one word from him 
and that the right hon. Gentleman is not | would be golden, and this measure might 
ready to make any statement regarding a | then easily pass into law. I may say one 
measure of such urgency and importance | thing in regard to the Bill which may not 
to the commercial interests of the country. | have reached the right hon. Gentleman’s 
The right hon. Gentleman is in this | notice. The fact that I am connected 
dilemma—that he has given no case for | with this particular measure is an 
the Government proposals, and he retuses | accident. Five Bills drafted in almost 
time for the proposals of private Members | exactly the same phraseology and having 
—an unprecedented number of which | precisely the same effect were introduced 
have unanimously passed their Second | this session—three of which were pro- 
Reading, have been sent to Standing Com-| moted from the right hon. Gentleman’s 
mittees, and have received the laborious | own side of the House—one by the 
consideration of many Members of this! hon. Member for one of the Divi- 
House. I ventureto say that in a session | sions of Glasgow, one by the hon. 
like this—there might be some sessions| Member for Norwood, and the third, 
in which he would undoubtedly be justi- begun in another place, was initiated by 
fied in making his present proposals—but | one of the Belfast Members. It will be 
in a session like this when the enormous | seen that there is a wonderful unanimity 
number of measures referred to by the | of feeling in regard to this particular 
right hon. the Member for Forest of | measure, for each one of these five Bills 
Dean are waiting for the final decision of | had five separate sets of backers, and in 
the House, it would be a monstrous|two cases these backers were almost 
scandal if the House of Commons did not | entirely members of the Conservative 
allow further time for carrying to com-/ party. I do trust the right hon. Gentle- 
pletion Bills which have received general | man will be kindly in this matter and do 
assent. something to help forward a measure in 
connection with which much good will 
Mr. SOUTTAR (Dumfriesshire): I | be done in the country. If he will only 
beg to second the Amendment, and to |help it he will gain great popularity in 
make an appeal to the Leader of the/| the country and strengthen the position 
House, who perhaps knows that I had the | of his own supporters. 
opportunity of bringing in a Bill on the 
9th March which passed itsSecond Read-| Amendment proposed— 
ing. It has been said by the right hon.| “In line 3, to leave out the word ‘Tuesday,’ 
Gentleman below the gangway that that | and insert eres “Tuesdays,” instead 
was an accident; but I do not under- ee eee? 
stand the meaning of the word “acci-| Question proposed, “That the word 
dent” as applied to a Bill in that way. ‘Tuesday ’ stand part of the Question.” 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The hon. 
Members the mover and the seconder of 
the Amendment have with great ability 
shown the strongest part of the Govern- 
ment case. If there is a day that can be 
spared to the Government it is Wednes- 
day—far before Tuesday. The hon. 
Member for Dumfriesshire has given a 
very apposite illustration of the mischief | 
that can be done on Wednesdays. He | 
says that the Second Reading of the Bill | 
in which he is interested was not an) 
accident, and then he proceeded to prove 
that it was an accident by saying that it 
had been eight times on the Order Paper 
before. Surely if it came on on the ninth 
time that may be considered accidental. 
The hon. Member for East Northampton- | 
shire says that these Bills represent the | 
unanimous vote of the House, or that the 
vast majority of the House pass them. It 
is perfectly well known that never on 
Wednesdays is there a vast majority of 
the House present, but only a small 
minority who occupy the afternoon in 
bringing forward motions or Bills which 
cannot come on on any other day: I 
maintain that the vast majority of the 
Bills read a second time on Wednesdays | 
are so read because the House knows | 
perfectly well that they will never be | 
heard of again. I have not the legisla- | 
tive appetite of the right hon. Gentleman | 
the Member for Bodmin, who seems to 
think that we should spend all our time | 
in passing Acts of Parliament. Most, or 
at least many, of these Acts do a great | 
deal more harm than good. As to the 
Grand Committees which he held up to 
our approbation—the attempt to delegate | 
the business of this House to a portion of 
its Members has been a complete failure. 
The hon. Member. who moved the 
Amendment dwelt upon the fact that the | 
First Lord of the Treasury in his first 
speech did not specify the Bills which the 
Government intended to go on with ; but 
the right hon. Gentleman has remedied 
that in his second speech, for he has now | 
told us that what is on the Blue} 
Paper is what the Government seri- 
ously propose to go on with, and 
that they will deal with nothing else that | 
is contentious. [Mr. BALFour dissented. ] | 
I understood the First Lord to say that | 
there were certain Bills on the Blue Paper | 


which were uncontentious, but if there | 
were any contentious Bills they would | 


not be pressed, 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope I have 
not been so obscure in my statement, 
What I said was that the Blue Paper 
contained the full Government programme 
with the exception of one or two Bills 
which were before the Committees, and 
one or two Military Bills which are in 
the House of Lords, and that outside 
that no new measures of a contentious 
character would be proceeded with. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Whatescaped 


me was the proviso in regard to Bills 


before Committees. The Bill I was think. 


ing of, the Undersized Fish Bill, is before 
a Committee, and that is a very con- 
tentious measure and will be very strongly 
opposed when it again comes before the 
House. Undoubtedly at this time of the 


'year the Government have a very con- 


siderable case for taking—I won’t say the 
Tuesdays, but the Wednesdays. I there- 
fore shall be able with » most unseared 
conscience to vote against the Amend- 
Of all the days of the 
week the most mischievous is Wednesday, 
and the least useful. I think when I 


| come to the Tuesdays which this Amend- 


ment proposes to give to the Govern- 
ment—— 


*#Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 


/out of order in referring to Tuesday 
| under this Amendment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then, when 
the debate on the main question is 
resumed I am afraid I shall have to 
trouble you with further remarks. All I 
say in regard to Wednesdays is, that I 
shall hail with pleasure their disappearance 
from the private Members’ programme. 
I am a member of a very useful Commit- 
tee—the Public Accounts Committee— 


‘which meets on Wednesday, and my 


attention will not be diverted from the 


/important work on that Committee in 


order to come downstairs to vote against 
private Members’ Bills on that day. 


Before I sit down I wish to dissociate 
myself from the remark made_ by the 


right hon. Member for the Isle of Thanet 
when he throws doubt on the existence of 
a personage I was always taught to believe 
in. If that historical personage and his 
dwelling place are to be regarded as 
wholly allegorical, then he has deprived 
many pious friends of their greatest hopes 
—for other people, 
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Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS : I cannot | 
refrain from uttering my protest against 
3 resolution the effect of which is 
to cut off any chance of a Bill! 
in which I am_ interested becoming | 
law—the Bill, namely, to amend the 
Welsh Sunday Closing Act of 1881. 
That Bill passed without a division its 
Second Reading on 9th May. It is not 
an abstract question; nor is it a useless 
Bill. It is a Bill which is founded upon 
the deliberate judgment of two Commis- | 
sions, and which I venture to say has a | 
body of support in Wales which few 
measures introduced in this House have 
had in previous years. I do not intend 
to take up the time of the House on the 
present occasion in elaborating my pro- 
test, but it is impossible for me, knowing 
asI do, the great interest that the people 
of Wales take in this Bill ; knowing how 
easily it might be passed, seeing it is a 
simple, short, and noncontentious Bill—to | 
refrain from expressing my great regret 
that the Leader of the House, in answer- 
ing my question, should have said that | 
there is very little chance of giving any | 
favourable consideration to the Bill during | 
the present session. I admit that the | 
root of the difficulty we are in in regard | 
to these Bills is not the present motion, 
but the rules of the House; and I hope 
the day is not far distant when some) 
arrangement will be made which will | 
enable a Bill of this kind, with so much | 
support, to be passed into law, and thus 
carry out the predominant sentiment of 
the people of Wales. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon, Gentleman has put a con- 
siderable strain upon the loyalty of those | 
who are his supporters, including myself. | 
In my earlier remarks I began by saying | 
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is the other way. I think we should be 
impartial in regard to this matter. Not- 


withstanding the unfortunate effect of 
our present rules upon certain Bills— 
one of which I dwelt upon as being 
a very good case—I do not think that 
on that ground we are entitled to jump 
to the opposite extreme, and leave 
the whole of the Wednesdays alive 
for the private Members to the end of 
the session. It may be a very right 
thing, possibly, that the Wednesdays 
should belong to private Members from 
one end of the session to the other; 
but let it be done in a deliberate way, and 
regard paid to the rules of the House in 
a wider spirit, not simply because there 
happens to be a great number of useful 
private Members’ Bills at the present 
The development 
of private Members’ Bills, no doubt, has 
been great. I do not know that it was 
originally intended, when Standing Com- 
mittees were set up, that private 
Members’ Bills were to be sent up to them 
at all; but they do go to them, and the 
consequence is that we have great labour 
expended on these Bills at this choking 
time of the session, and then they are 
deprived of all sort of useful life. I 


| deplore that, but at the same time I think 


it is the fault of our rules, which ought 
to be remodelled with a view to prevent 
the recurrence of such circumstances. [ 
hardly see my way to support the 
Amendment, which would take the whole 
of the Wednesdays from the Government 
for the rest of the session and give them 
to private Members. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
omeryshire): I quite sympathise with 
what has fallen from the right hon. Gentle- 
man. I think we should all of us wish to 








that this was not an unreasonable motion | give the Government the Wednesdays at a 
to be made at this time of the year; but | somewhat more reasonable period than is 
I did expect that the right hon. Gentle-| proposed by the present motion. I am 
man would give us some reason for the | perfectly ready to leave it to the House 
support which he wants us to give him. | to modify the Amendment, so that only 
We wish to know what he means to do/ a certain number of Wednesdays should 
with the time when he gets it; and I| be excepted, leaving it to the Govern- 
think he has departed from the usual | ment to propose later on to take the 
practice on this matter. But now it is| whole time of the House. Before I sit 
proposed that Wednesdays should be left down I wish to add my strong protest 


‘and that Tuesdays should be taken. This against the blocking of the Welsh Sunday 


is a sort of discussion in which every man | Closing Bill, in regard to which there is 
is most anxious to sacrifice his neighbour. |a very strong feeling in Wales. But 
If am interested in a Tuesday, then I | there is another Bill of even greater im- 
say that the Wednesday should go; if I portance—the Bill, namely, to prevent 
am interested in the Wednesday, then it | the sale of intoxicating liquors to children 
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under sixteen years of age. Only this 
morning I received from a board of 
guardians of which I am a member, and 
which stands very high indeed amongst 
the well-administered boards, a resolution 
to the following effect— 


“The guardians of this board being of 
opinion that a large Se of the pau- 
perism and crime of this country is due to 
the excessive consumption of intoxicating 
drink ——” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is going beyond the limits 
of comment on the motion before the 
House. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: I sub- 
mitted myself to the House before I 
began to read. I have simply to say 
that I have a very strongly worded reso- 
lution from a board of guardians—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
out of order. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : By way 
of apology, I wish to say that I am only 
desirous of emphasising the importance of 
the Bill which the Government are now 
intending to burke. 


Mr. COURTNEY: I understand that 
the Amendment is to except the Wednes- 
days from the present resolution. But I 
would point out that the present resolu- 
tion, however amended, is one that can be 
amended again. Even if the Amend- 


ment were carried the Government can | 


return at the end of the month, say that 
they want to get more time, and then 
take the Wednesdays. It seems to me 


that the Amendment would not accom- | 


plish what the hon. Gentleman desires. 


Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
I intend to vote for the Amendment, be- 


cause I want some more time to be | 


accorded in this House to the considera- 
tion of what I believe is one of the most 
important Bills before the House this 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
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session. The Bill I refer to has been 
mentioned by the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion, and he told us the sad and some- 
what hard fate that had befallen it. It 
was the first Bill carried through to a 
Second Reading, and that without any 
opposition, and it was put down for the 
first Wednesday after Whitsuntide in the 
sure and certain hope, as far as anything 
can be made sure and certain in this 
House, that it would have the first place 
after the Whitsuntide recess. Hon. 
Members will see that there are now 
two other Bills of very considerable im- 
portance placed before it. The Bill to 
stop the sale of intoxicating liquors to 
children is the outcome of the Joint 
Reports of the Royal Commission, 
and it has received unanimous sup- 
port throughout the country. I am 
sure that the right hon. Gentleman 
would say, if asked, that-there had been 
more petitions sent up in favour of that 
Bill than any other this session. It has 
met with the approval of a very large 
number of benches of magistrates. No 
"fewer than fifty-four had done what they 
could to dissuade publicans from selling 
intoxicating liquors to children. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
justified in calling attention to a Bill, but 
not in giving all the reasons which may 
| be urged in support of it. 
| Mr. TRITTON: I certainly will not 
| trespass for a moment on your ruling, 
| Mr. Speaker. If Her Majesty’s Govern- 
‘ment cannot see their way to grant 4 
Wednesday for the remaining stages of 
that Bill, I offer them an alternative 
| course—let them take it up as a Govern- 
/ment measure, and crown their many 
social achievements by passing a Bill 
| which will be fraught with the greatest 
| possible blessing to the young people of 
| this country. 


| 
| 





Question put. 


The House divided : — Ayes, 236; 
Noes, 118. (Division List No, 145.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Channing and Mr. 
Souttar. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) : | ciples of the party opposite, had a head- 
I beg to insert after the word “on” the | line, and the announcement made in it 


words “ Tuesday, the 19th.” I venture to 
express the hope, seeing that this is a 


| house.” 


matter of such extreme importance, of gyidence like 


| was ‘“ A Soldier’s Reward: Wounded at 
' Modder River, and sent to the Work- 
I venture to think that, with 


that of what is actually 





such enormous interest to the public, and taking place in the country now, a sense 
of such real urgency, that the right hon. | of disgrace and a sense of shame is felt by 
Gentleman will accede to the request | the vast majority of the citizens of this 
made in this motion. Now that we are | Empire. Surely that sense of shame 
in sight of a triumphant conclusion to | must weigh a hundredfold upon those who 
the war in South Africa, I believe there | have the honour and responsibility of a 
is absolutely no subject whatever that | seat in this House. I venture to think 
interests the people of this country to a/|that the responsibility must weigh a 
tenth part of the extent that the subject | thousandfold with the members of Her 
matter of the resolution which will be | Majesty’s Government. I believe that 
cut out from the proceedings of to-morrow, | the mass of the people of this country 
unless my Amendment is carried, interests | feel that the absence of care for the 
the people. I donot know whether hon. | wounded soldiers of the war, and _ the 
Members quite realise what the urgency | absence of protection and care for the 
of this question is and its importance. | widows and orphans of those who have 
It is only ~ wed days - that . —_ roe << ta a is — 
newspaper, which is generally supposed! that ought to be looked after by the 
to share and to sympathise with the prin-: nation. It is not a thing that ought to be 
i 
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left to local administration and the 
administration of the poor law. 


*Mr. SPEAKER pointed out that the 
hon. Member was diseussing a question 
which was beyond the scope of the 
Amendment. 


Mr. E. J.C. MORTON: Of course I 
obey your ruling, but I submit to the 
right hon. Gentleman that there is 
urgency in this matter. It has been 
pointed out by my hon. friend when he 
rose previously to move the Amendment 
Iam now moving that the supply from 
private charity has already ceased. The 
amount already received from private 
charity is altogether inadequate, and con- 
sidering what I know to be the feeling of 
the country, almost in every part of it, 
upon this matter, and with regard to the 
urgency of it, 1 venture to beseech the 
Government to allow us to have one day 
to discuss it. It- is a matter of most 


vital national importance, especially in | 


view of the fact that our wounded soldiers 
are now being sent to the workhouse. 
We have had an instance within the last 


{18 June 1900} 


330 - 


few days of the way the Government has 
neglected up to the present to state to 
the House or the country what provision 
they intend to make to deal with this 
vastly important matter. 


Business. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn line 3, after the words ‘ except on,’ to 





insert the words ‘Tuesday the 19th and.’ ”— 
| (Mr. Edward Morton.) 

| 
| Question proposed, “ That those words 
_ be there inserted. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: The speech of the 
hon. Member is one of the most uncalled 
| for I have ever listened to. No announce- 
| ment as to the intentions of the Govern- 
| ment with respect to this question more 
‘satisfactory to the hon. Member than 
that which has already been made could 
| be elicited by a hundred speeches such as 
that which he proposes to make. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 93; Noes, 
250. (Division List No. 146.) 





Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Asher, Alexander 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
sillson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 


Caldwell, James 
Cameron,SirCharles(Glasgow) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, Arthur 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
‘Iayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Adazell, Walter 





AYES. 


Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jones, David Brynmor (Swan. 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mather, William 

Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W. (Yorks. ) 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morgan, W. Pritchard (Merth’r 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 


Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Oldroyd, Mark 


Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, Robert John 





Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham,S.E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh 
Sinclair, CaptJ ohn(Forfarshire 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


| Thomas, Abel (Camarthen, E. 
| Thomas, Alfre1(Glamorgan, E. 


Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,JohnCarvell( Notts.) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid} 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T(Hudders’d 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. E. J. C. Morton and 
Mr. Kearley. 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, JamesE. B. (Inverness) 
Balcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W. (Leeds 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A.H. S- (Hunts 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W. B.(Hants 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph. Michael 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H.F.(Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J A (Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen, Worc’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Edw.T.D 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
en a Sim 

oughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir William H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydne 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn.A.G. H.(Cityof Lond 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliatt, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Kt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen,RtHnG.J.(StGeorge’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter Colonel 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare,EdwBrodie( Hampstead 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. J. Hen ; 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. W. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn,SirDillwyn-(Swans. 
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Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, Rt.Hn. James (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F, 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred (Monm’thsh. 
Morley, Kt. Hon. J. (Montrose) 
Morton, ArthurH. A (Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexand’r 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbt. Pike(Darlingt’n) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Aijbert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seton-Karr, wage | 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbyshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
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Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent, Col.SirC. E. H. (Shef.) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
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Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut. -Col.C.E. (Kent) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt. -Col. A.C.E.(Tauntn 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E. (Notts.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
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Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstron 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 











Main Question put, 1nd agreed to. 


Ordered, That for the remainder of the 
session Government business do have 
precedence on Tuesday and Wednesday 
(except on Wednesdays the 20th and 27th 
June), and that the provisions of Stand- 
ing Order No. 56 be extended to all the 
days of the week. 





NEW BILL. 


CUSTOMS DUTIES (ISLE OF MAN). 


Bill to amend the Law with respect to 
Customs Duties in the Isle of Man, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Hanbury 
and Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


CUSTOMS DUTIES (ISLE OF MAN) 
BILL. 


“To amend the Law with respect to 
Customs Duties in the Isle of: Man,” pre- 
sented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 


Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 250.] 


COMMONWEALTH GF AUSTRALIA 
CONSTITUTION BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHEr (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 


Clauses 1, 2, 3, and 4 agreed to. 


Clause 5 :— 
THe SECRETARY or STATE For 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The Amendment 


which stands first in my name, as well as 
some other Amendments in my name, are 
all closely connected. They are all placed 





on the Paper in connection with the 
arrangement which, as I stated to the 
House, had been made with the delegates 
of the different colonies with regard to 
the question of appeal. The earlier 
Amendments are purely verbal, consequen- 
tial on what is really the only substantial 
Amendment, that to Clause 74. But as, 
of course, if the Committee were disin- 
clined to pass the Amendment to Clause 
74, these earlier Amendments would be 
unnecessary, I think it would be con- 
venient that I should take this oppor- 
tunity of stating our position in the 
matter. I also think it would be con- 
venient, if there is to be a discussion on 
the principle—which I rather hope may 
not be the case—that it should take place 
on this formal Amendment. I think the 
question is one of some difficulty and 
complexity, and, therefore, even at the 
risk of repetition, I will venture to 
remind the Committee of what has 
already passed. The Bill which was sent 
to us from Australia dealt with the 
question of appeal in rather a drastic 
fashion. It practically abolished the 
ancient appeal to the Privy Council! in 
constitutional cases, except where the 
public interests of any part of Her 
Majesty’s dominions were concerned. To 
their proposal the Government, acting as 
trustees for the Empire, took serious 
exception. We stated from the first that 
it would be quite impossible for us to 
assent to it. We explained that we held 
it to be our duty to maintain this right of 
appeal wherever any interests outside 
Australia were concerned. We stated 
however, at the same time, that where 
questions arose which were purely of 
Australian concern, whatever opinion we 
might ourselves entertain as to the 
wisdom of the proposals that were made 
by the Australian people, we should not 
think it our duty to interfere or to insist 
upon any Amendments. We were unable 
at that time to come to any agreement 








with the delegates who had been ap- 
pointed by the five federating States. 
They were in a somewhat exceptional 
position, because they had at that time 
only received a special mandate to carry 
the Bill exactly in the form in which it 
was passed by the Australian people. 
They did not feel themselves competent, 


therefore, to discuss with us any form | 


of amendment. Accordingly Her Majesty’s 
Government introduced a Bill with our 
own Amendments. On our own responsi- 


bility we restored the right of appeal as | 


it had previously existed. But after we 
had introdu ed the Bill in that form, and 
between the First and Second Readings, 
we had further communications with the 
delegates from Australia. 
munications, though not confined to the 
delegates of the eastern States, were 
chiefly with them, because the delegate 


from Queensland had already agreed to | 


our proposal. It was the delegates from 


the four eastern States who still desired | 


either that the original Bill should be 
passed in its original form or that some 
arrangement should be come to as to the 
Amendments we proposed. 
those communications with the four dele- 
gates was that we came to an arrange- 
ment. I have observed that that 
arrangement is frequently spoken of as 
a compromise. 
an inaccurate expression. As I under- 
stand it, a compromise is an amicable 
understanding between parties who have 
differed, according to which each 
party gives up something in 
to secure unanimity. 
instance I should describe our under- 
standing as an arrangement in which 


neither party gives up anything to which | 


they attach importance, which I think is 
a more satisfactory state of things. We, 
on behalf of Her Majesty’s Government 
at any rate, desired only that the right 


of appeal should be maintained in all, 
cases In which other than Australian in- | 


terests were concerned, and that was 


absolutely conceded to us by the four | 


delegates concerned. They on their part, 
I will not say exclusively, but at all 
events mainly, desired that certain con- 
stitutional questions which might here- 
after arise as to the limits infer se of the 


powers of the States and of the Federal | 
Parliament should be finally decided by 
the High Court, and that also was secured 
to them by the agreement at which we 
arrived. Having arrived at that agree- 
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Those com- | 


The result of | 
I think that is altogether | 


order | 
But in the present | 
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ment, we had to communicate it to 
Queensland, and the Queensland delegate 
and his Government both objected to the 
arrangement, as they were prepared to go 
much further in the direction which indeed 
commended itself to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, although we did not think it our 
duty to force it on the Australian 
colonies. I wish the Committee to bear 
in mind the extraordinary difficulty of 
the negotiations in which I have been 
engaged. In the first place I have had 
to deal with five separate interests, not to 
speak of the interests of Western 
Australia and New Zealand, which, not 
being federating colonies, may be put, 
|perhaps, in the second rank as regards 
this question. I have had to deal with 
five separate interests represented with 
five different colonies. The first difficulty 
was to ascertain the opinion of those five 
separate colonies. How was I to ascer- 
tain it? I was blamed, rater roughly I 
think, by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the Opposition for, as_he said, 
going behind the delegates in this matter. 
I am glad to think that they, at any rate, 
did not take offence at anything which I 
did ; and I think that what has happened 
|since has fully justified my attempt to 
| asce:'tain from other respectable and influ- 





ential sources the opinion of the 
Australian people as well as_ the 
opinions of the delegates and_ the 


Governments. But if I were to accept 
the opinions of the delegates as repre- 
sentative of the five Australian colonies, 
I am met with this difficulty—that the 
Australian delegates themselves agree in 
stating that they had no credentials for 
such a purpose ; that they came here with 
| a limited mandate. If, however, I try to 
_ get the opinions of the Governments who 
| appointed them I am met with this diff- 
culty—that those Governments, for what- 
ever reasons I am totally unable to divine, 
have refrained from first to last from 
giving me any official indication of their 
opinions. Up to the present day I am 
still without any official communication 
| whatever in regard to the various pro- 
posals which have been under considera- 
tion. I say, then, that the position has 
been one necessarily of some difficulty. 
The agreement to which I have referred 
removed all difficulty so far as the 
| Imperial Government was concerned. We 
_have got by that agreement everything 
“that we desire. There remains the 
necessity, if possible, of satisfying in any 















ed 


he 
he 
he 
pt 
"e- 
es, 
he 
in 
for 
ith 


ho 


at- 
ne, 


air 
im 
on 
ro- 
ra- 


ty. 
ed 
he 
Ve 
ng 


he 


ny 











337 Commonwealth of Australia 


final settlement the whole of the five | 
colonies concerned, and in regard to that | 
our position is really a Ministerial one. | 
We have only to ascertain what the wishes | 
of the Australian colonies are, and when 
we have ascertained them we have to 
carry them out. To us it is really of no| 
consequence, so far as those Imperial 
interests go with which we were chiefly 
concerned, what the decision of the 
colonies may be. At the time I last | 
addressed the House the position was 
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appeal should lie from the High Court in 
such cases, unless the consent of the 
Governments of the two States or of the 
State and the Federal Government re- 
spectively concerned had been obtained 
to such an appeal. That appeal 
would have been by the leave of the 
Governments concerned who were 
interested in the settlement of the con- 
stitutional question. A serious objection 
has been taken to that by very distin- 
guished legal authorities in the colonies, 


this. Four colonies out of the five, by |and it appears to be supported by the 


the mouths of their delegates, had ap- | 
proved of the agreement at which we had | 
arrived. Therefore I placed on the Paper | 
Amendments to carry out the decision 
which, although not unanimous, was at 
all events the decision of the majority of 
those concerned. Since then, through 
the usual channels of information—not | 
by virtue of any official communication 
from any of the Governments concerned 
—I have learned that the arrangement 
to which we came is objected to on two 
grounds. In the first place, the colonies, 
perhaps with the exception of South 
Australia—and when I speak of the 
colonies I am speaking of the Govern- | 
ments of the colonies—appeared to con- 
sider that it would limit the right of 
appeal from the State Courts more than 
was done by the original Bill. It 
appears that there is some difficulty in | 
ascertaining what would have been 
the exact effect of the original Bill. 
There is some difference of 
amongst legal authorities in regard to 
this matter. Some assert that under the 
original Bill it would have been open to 
litigants, even where constitutional ques- 
tions involving the powers of the States 
were concerned, at their option either 
to appeal to the Privy Council or to the 
High Court. 
contrary, say that in regard to those con- 
stitutional questions the appeal would 
only lie to the High Court, and this 
would be final. 
settle that matter. 

as clear to me as it might be that the | 
original Bill did allow of such an appeal. | 





3ut at all events, it is clear to me that | this. 


opinion | 


Other authorities, on the | arising in the High Court. 


Governments, that it was introducing the 
executive into judicial questions. That 
would be a most unfortunate result. As 
soon as these objections were clearly 
stated Her Majesty’s Government en- 
deavoured to see whether some other 
changes might not be made which would, 
as we hoped, secure unanimity, including 
Queensland as well as the other four 
colonies, and would satisfy the particular 
objections that had been taken. We 
were assisted in our inquiries by the 
opinion that came to us from Chief 
Justice Griffiths, in which he suggested 
certain amendments of the proposed 
agreement to carry out these objects, and 
I am glad to say that we have now again, 
after communication this time with all 
the five delegates, arrived at a further 
proposal which does, at any rate, abso- 
lutely meet the two objections to which 
I have referred, and I am not aware of any 
other objections that have been taken. 
We propose in the new form of the clause 
which appears on the White Paper to-day, 
and which I shall propose at a later stage, 
that the right of appeal shall be restricted 
| only in a single case—only in the case of 
| a constitutional question arising as to the 
powers inter se between the States or the 
States and the Federal Government, and 
We strike 
| out altogether all reference to the State 
| Courts, leaving the state of the law on 
| the question of appeal exactly where it 


I do not pretend to} was before, and we deal only with excep- 
I only say it is not | tional cases arising in the High Court. 


If I may express in arithmetical terms 
my own idea of what has happened it is 
Whereas in the original Bill as it 


the general opinion in Australia at the | was presented to us by the Australians in 
present time is in favour of such an | nine cases out of ten the right of appeal 


appeal—is in favour, that is to say, of a 





to the Queen in Council would have been 


possible appeal to the Privy Council in | restricted, and whereas by an agree- 


cases which arise in the first instance in | ment 
The second objection | the Second Reading, and before the 
taken was that we had provided no | delegates of the eastern States were 


the State Courts. 


which we came to_ before 














339 Commonwealth of Australia {COMMONS} Constitution Bill. 340 


heard, that right of appeal would have | communicated, but they have not dealt 
been restricted in perhaps five cases out | definitely with this matter. If, however, 
of ten, now by the new arrangement it | one may draw a conclusion from other 
will only be restricted in one case out of | sources, from what has appeared in the 
ten. Ido not put that before the Com- | newspapers and in reports from Australia, 
mittee as an absolutely accurate state-| it would seem that the new proposals are 
ment, but I put it as representing my own | likely to give general satisfaction. There 
view of the changes that have been made. | is one further remark which I think | 
As to one point, however, there can be no | ought to make. I owe it to Mr. Dickson 
doubt whatever, and that is each succes- | to say that while he has joined in recom- 
sive change has been in the direction of | mending this proposal he has stated 
the view entertained from the first by| very fairly that neither he nor I is 
Her Majesty’s Government. Our rights/a lawyer, and that we may as lay- 
in the matter lapsed when we got the}|men have misapprehended the effect 
concession which secured the right of| of the proposals. I hope that that is 
appeal in all cases which were external/not the case, and I am confirmed | 
to purely Australian interests. But our | think, in my opinion, as to the effect of 
interests in the matter remained because | these proposals by the stronger and much 
in our conviction it was to the advantage | more valuable opinion of the Attorney 
of Australia that it should maintain in the | General. I think it right to say that Mr. 
fullest degree this right of appeal, and; Dickson put forward a caveat, that if it 
that they should have thoroughly im- | should be found that the effect of the new 
partial and authoritative Courts to go to, | clause is not as I have stated it he would 
as Canada can go and as Australia has | not feel himself bound by the recommen- 
hitherto gone. One other change has| dations he has made. I will only add 
been made, which is also of great impor-| that I think the Committee will under. 
tance. We have now, with the consent | stand that while we rejoice very much 
of the five delegates concerned, substituted | that the Australians have voluntarily 
the leave of the Court for the leave of | come so far in what we believe is the 
the Government. It is now, therefore, a| direction of their true interests in this 
purely judicial affair. In any case, even | matter, we desire nothing but to carry out 
in a very limited class of cases in which | their wishes, whatever they are. There- 
constitutional questions arise—in which | fore, if it should happen, as it may— 
purely Australian constitutional ques- | although I have no reason to anticipate it 
tions arise in the High Court—/|—that in the interval between now and 
the High Court may give leave | the report stage they should unanimously 
to appeal; and, having regard to the | or bya majority desire any further change, 
unanimous opinion of the highest legal | always provided it does not interfere with 
authorities in Australia as to this right of | the Imperial interests already guarded, I 
appeal, and apparently to the general con- | shall be prepared to propose such change 
viction on the part of the majority, at | to the Committee. I am not, therefore, 
any rate, of the legal profession and the | binding myself to an absolutely final 
majority of the commercial classes, I can-| arrangement. That is a matter which, in 
not doubt that in cases of real importance | my opinion, rests with the Australian 
such leave would certainly be given. I) colonies. I only ask the Committee now 
have communicated to the whole of the | to pass in the form in which I put them 
Governments the proposals at which we forward the Amendments before the 
have arrived. I have also communicated | House, believing at all events they will 
to them the fact that these proposals are | goa long way in the direction of satisfying 
recommended unanimously by the dele- | all the interests concerned. 

gates in this country, but I have not had 

up to the present time any official reply | Amendment proposed— 

from these Governments. 














| ae page 2, vores to leave out from the 
. ; " word ‘ Notwithstanding,’ to the word ‘State,’ 
_Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): When |in line 18, both inclusive.”—(Mr. Secretary 
did you communicate with them ? | Chamberlain.) 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: On Satur-| ‘Question proposed, “That the words 
day. There has been time for a reply, | proposed to be left out stand part of the 
because one or two Governments have | clause.” 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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*Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : 
The right hon. Gentleman has quite reason- 
ably proposed to take the discussion on the 
new proposal of the Government at this 
moment, although it comes long before we 
reach Clause 74. When the right hon. Gen- 
tleman went on to suggest, as I understood 
him, that in this proposal there was really 
nothing calling for a prolonged discussion, 
I, for one, am unable to agree with him. 
Looking at the clause which he now pro- 
poses, it seems to me that the position 
which he takes up is widely different from 
the position he took up upon the First 
Reading. I feel all the more encouraged 
to call the attention of the Committee to 
this fact, because we are placed in a most 
extraordinary position by the course 
adopted by the right hon. Gentleman. 
What is that position ? The clause which 
we are now called upon to debate is one 
which most of us have seen only within 
the last few hours. It was not on the 
Blue Paper, for on that Paper there appears 
a clause which has been printed, and which 
has been there for upwards of three weeks. 
Therefore, we have all been entitled to 
assume that that was the clause which 
indicated the proposition of the right hon. 
Gentleman, and we have been encouraged 
in that belief because it remained there 
and was circulated as late as Saturday 
morning last, notwithstanding the storm 
of adverse criticism by which it 
was received by almost every Government 
in Australia, 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
wish to interrupt the hon. Gentleman, 
but I ask him to bear in mind that we 
have yet had no official criticism from 
any of the Governments to which he 
alludes. 





*Mr. HALDANE: I know that the 
right hon. Gentleman himself has rather 
an affection for newspaper reports and 
telegrams, and I collected a considerable 
bundle of opinions and criticisms on this 
subject which appeared in The Times and 
other newspapers, as telegraphed from 
Australia, and which certainly did 
indicate very great dissatisfaction with 
the clause as it appeared on the Blue 
Paper. I believed until a very recent 
time—for it so happens that I had infor- 
mation in advance—that the clause as it 
appeared on the Blue Paper was the clause 
which we were going to discuss. But 
within the last few hours there has been 
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circulated another Paper containing a 
totally different clause, and one which 
falls very far short of what the right 
hon, Gentleman laid down as his 


standard in the discussion on the 
First Reading of the Bill. I say 
at once that I enter upon this 


discussion with the strong desire that this 
should not be made in any sense a con- 
tentious Bill. We all wish to get it 
through, and I will simply remind the 
Committee how most of those hon. Mem- 
bers who are with me regard this Bill as 
a whole. We felt that, so far as Australia 
was concerned, it was for the Australians 
to shape the measure in their own fashion. 
We felt that with regard to the question 
of the right of appeal it was an important 
question, which ought not to have been 
allowed to rise, and would not have arisen 
if, two years ago, when this question first 
came forward, the Government had been 
a little more in earnest about creating an 
Imperial Court of Appeal. Had this been 
done we should probably not have had 
these difficulties with which we are face 
to face at this moment. My contention 
is that the Amendment now brought 
forward is more objectionable, as affect- 
ing Imperial interests and the scope and 
power of the Privy Council, than the 
clause as it originally stood. I desire to 
put it in as simple language as possible. 
Let me remind the House what the 
various stages of this matter have been. 
Clause 74, as it was brought forward 
by the Delegates, provided that no appeal 
should be permitted in regard to any 
question of the interpretation of the Con- 
stitution unless that question involved 
the public interest of Her Majesty’s 
dominions outside Australia. In other 
words, where the public interest of Her 
Majesty’s dominions outside Australia are 
concerned it was proposed that there 
should be an appeal to the Privy Council. 
My chief complaint against the new clause 
is that the right hon. Gentleman has 
dropped out of this question all reference 
to questions of public interest in Her 
Majesty’s dominions outside Australia, 
and has substituted a definition which 
does not cover the same field, and which 
precludes from the review of the Privy 
Council a number of questions which may 
be of very great Imperial moment, and for 
which no provision is made in the words 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s new clause. 
The first Amendment which the right 
hon. Gentleman made was after the 
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debate on the Second Reading. In the | 
debate on the First. Reading the right | 
hon. Gentleman had laid down his position | 
very plainly. He said on the 14th of | 
May last— 


“What I say is that there is no such 
unanimity as should make us hesitate in a | 


Commonwealth of Australia 


} 


matter of this vast importance, at all events, | 
to take time, and, for the present at any | 
rate, retain the right of appeal as it now | 
exists.” | 

. 
Some of us thought that was going too | 
far, but on the 21st of May last he 
announced for the first time his com- 
promise, and he said— 

“The effect of this understanding will be 
that Clause 74 will be exactly reversed ; that | 
whereas in theoriginal clauseappeal wastocease 
in all cases except where the public interests 
of some portion of Her Majesty’s dominions out- | 
side Australia were concerned, in the clause as | 
we now propose to insert it, an appeai will lie 
in every case except in these cases in which 
Australian interests alone are concerned. 
That, I think, gets rid of practically every one 
of the difficulties I anticipated when [ 
referred to the original clause in introducing 
the Bill.” , | 


Now my right hon friend the Member for 
East Fife, who followed the right hon. 
Gentleman in that debate, naturally 
received the right hon. Gentleman’s 
explanation with some reserve, although | 
we were all glad to know that something 
in the nature of a compromise had been 


arrived at. But what we have here is not a 
compromise. I agree with the right hon. 


Gentleman that a compromise is a transac- 

tion between parties who have differed and 

in which something is given up by each 

party in order to secure unanimity. In 

this case the right hon. Gentleman not 

only gives up that which is claimed, but | 
he also gives up something which was not 

asked for. The right hon. Gentleman’s 

proposal gives up now the exception of 

public interest—which wasconceded by the | 
delegates—affecting the Queen’sdominions | 
outside Australia, an exception which never | 
was in controversy, and he has introduced 
a clause excluding this right. Both under | 
the clause which the right hon. Gentleman 

first proposed, and under the clause which | 
he now proposes, he excludes from the 
Privy Council important questions which 
would have been included in the pro- 
posals as originally drafted by the 
delegates. The first proposal of the 
right hon. Gentleman declared that no 
question— 

“as to the limits inter se of the constitu- 
tional powers of the Commonwealth and those 


Mr. Haldane. | 
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of any State or States, or as to the limits inte; 
se of the constitutional powers of any two or 
more States shall be capable of final decision 
except by the High Court, and no appeal shall 
be permitted to the Queen in Council from any 
decision of the High Court on any such 

uestion unless by the consent of the 

xecutive Government or Governments con- 
cerned, to be signified in writing.” 


That is the clause which was so fiercely 
assailed in Australia. In the first place 
it has been said that there was there an 
objectionable provision in regard to the 
introduction of the Executive Govern- 
ments into matters of judicial concern. | 


do not wonder that that proposal raised a 


sturm of hostiie criticism in Australia, 
But there is another point, and it is in 
regard to the expression “ final decision,” 
It was pointed out that this clause applied 
not only to public controversies between 
Governments, but that it applied also to 
private litigation, and that if the clause 
passed, a private litigant might find 


| himself in this position ; he had fought 


his case and been unsuccessful, and 


his opponent had taken him to the Privy 


Council or he had taken his opponent 
there. There somebody raises the con- 


| tention that there is a question of the 
| limits, inter se, of the legislative powers of 


the two Governments and the validity of 
the Colonial Act may be questioned. 
In such a case the Privy Council 
would have been bound to say, under the 
wording of the clause, “we cannot listen 
to you, for we are precluded from hearing 
the case, and we are bound to send it to 
the High Court.” That was felt to be a 
clause which was altogether intolerable, 
and it has been made the subject of 
severe criticism. Now that obnoxious 
expression “final decision ” has been got 
rid of, I am glad to say, and now we are 
face to face with a new clause which has 
appeared on the Paper for the first time 
to-day. 
‘No ae shall be permitted to the Queen 
from a decision of the High Court 
upon any question howsoever arising as to the 
limits inter se of the Constitutional powers of 
the Commonwealth and those of any State or 
States, or as to the limits inter se of the Con- 
stitutional powers of any two or more States, 
unless the High Court shall certify that the 


| question is one which ought to be determined 


by Her Majesty in Council.” 
It is quite true that there is a class of 


question which was excluded by the 
| original clause of the delegates which 


this clause permits. Jor instance, sup- 
pose there arises a question under 
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e 
the power to make laws for the 
ace, order, and good government ex- 


tended by the specific provisions of Clause | 


51 outside the region of Australia, and 
outside territorial limits—the question 
would arise as to whether legislation 
in the colony would be ultra vires. Now 
under the proposal made by the right 
hon. Gentleman that would be appealable 
which could not have been so under the 
original clause. But this is a very rare 
case. I have had some experience in these 
matters in Canada, and during an obser- 
vation extending over fifteen years I do 
not know a single instance of such a 
question arising. I know of an in- 
stance arising in the case of one of 
the Australasian colonies as to a bigamy 
law which was said to have been passed 
in such terms as to extend to an offence 
committed outside the limits of Aus- 
tralia, and the Privy Council held that 
the effective scope of the statute did not 
extend outside those limits. But not 
one question in a hundred which arise 
will be of this nature, but ques- 
tions of another class will arise con- 
stantly. Let me take a concrete case 
which arose within my own knowledge 
with regard to British Columbia. _ Liti- 
gation arose there in reference to the 
employment of Chinese labour in a 
colliery. A Bill had been brought before 
the legislature for the prohibition of 
female and child labour in mines, and 
someone moved an amendment to add the 
words “and Chinamen” to this prohibi- 
tion. The shareholders, finding that 
Chinamen were being employed, brought 
the question before the court, applying 
for an injunction. When this litigation 
arose some ingenious person in the case 
raised the objection that power to legislate 
for aliens was reserved exclusively to the 
Dominion Parliament, and that the legis- 
lation of British Columbia was ultra vires. 
The point was one of importance because 
there was a treaty between Her Majesty , 
and the Emperor of China which gave 
the most-favoured-nation treatment to 
Chinese subjects, and there was a question 
as to whether this was not affected by the 
legislation alluded to. This was a question 
affecting the Queen’s dominions outside 


| Canada, and the matter came before the 


Privy Council, and they declared that the | 
legislation was ultra vires, and in that 
way they got rid of the matter. I 
will take another illustration. There 
was a great case about eighteen 
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‘months ago between Ontario and Quebec 
‘and the Dominion Government, which 
arose in regard to the control over 
the great lakes and the great rivers in 
Canada. That was a matter in which 
the Imperial Government were interested, 
because it was a question in which the 
rights of the American as well as the 
Canadian fishermen were involved. It was 
felt that the matter should not be left in 
the hands of the provincial Government, 
having regard to the complications which 
might arise. The matter came before the 
Privy Council, and it was ultimately 
decided that it was not within the power 
of any Province of Uanada to deal with 
this matter at all. I give these illustra- 
tions because they are cases which arose 
undoubtedly as to the limits inter se 
of the constitutional powers in the 
Dominion of Canada. I think the Com- 
mittee will appreciate the reason why I 
do this. These were cases where the 
public interest of the Queen’s dominions 
outside Canada were vitally concerned, 
and in which there was a right of appeal 
under the Constitution. Such cases may 
arise in relation to Australia, and in such 
an emergency there would have been 
|a right of appeal under the Bill which 
the delegates introduced, but there will 
| be no such appeal under the clause which 
the right hon. Gentleman has presented 
| to the House. That seems to me to be a 
consideration which, at all events, should 
entitle us at this stage to ask for a little 
more time than we have had to consider 
a clause which hardly one of us saw 
before a few hours ago, and which now 
comes before us for discussion practically 
for the first time. It is quite true that 
the clause of the right hon. Gentleman 
has some advantages—for example, it 
makes it clear that there can be an appeal 
from the State Court even upon a consti- 
tutional question to the Privy Council. I 
think that was probably not so under the 
Bill as it originally stood, but what an 
extraordinary provision it is. The clause 
provides that if you have litigation in the 
State upon a constitutional question you 
may appeal either to the Privy Council 
or the High Court. If you appeal to the 
High Court the decision is to be final 
unless the High Court gives you leave to 
appeal to the Privy Council. It is, in 
other words, a court of final jurisdiction 
upon this matter. Supposing a litigant 
takes his case first to the Privy Council 
and succeeds, his opponent may, in 


N 
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another case, raising the same point, take 
him up to the High Court to get round the 
difficulty, which he can do because the 
proposal of the right hon. Gentleman 

ives him a right of appeal. But that is 
a totally different appeal to the one in 
Canada, because there the Supreme Court 
is not a court of final jurisdiction. As 
the clause makes the High Court of 
Australia a court of final jurisdiction, 
there may well be conflicting decisions 
between the High Court and the Privy 
Council. I do not think that is an 
academic matter. I for one _ protest 
against pronouncing an opinion upon this 
question with only a few hours considera- 
tion, and without an opportunity of any- 
thing like full discussion. It may be said 
that these matters are more or less 
technical ; but, after all, what is there in 
this measure about which there is any 
controversy except this right of appeal to 
the Privy Council? I am not one of 
those who ever have insisted upon that 
right. I am quite prepared to say that 
the views of the delegates are entitled to 
great weight, and I am prepared to allow 
the people of Australia to prefer -the 
decision of the Australian Courts upon 
questions affecting the interpretation 
of the Constitution. But what I do 
protest against is the right hon. Gentle- 
man coming here and taking a high con- 
stitutional attitude and telling us that the 
right of appeal was to remain as it stood, 
and then coming down here with a clause 
which gives away more than the delegates 
ever asked for. It seems to me that 
what we have got here is not a com- 
promise at all. Surely we ought to have 
a little more time to consider these 
matters more fully than is possible at the 
present moment. There are vital ques- 
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| be treated as a contentious Bill, and I am 
| quite sure it will not be so regarded, At 
| the same time I was a little bewildered 
_by the hon. and learned Gentleman’s atti- 
‘tude on this Amendment. The hon. and 
‘learned Gentleman says that this clause 
gives the delegates more than they ever 
asked for—that so far from being a com- 
| promise it gives them all they originally 
_asked for and something more. Thatis the 
proposition of the hon. and learned Gen. 
tleman. 


Mr. HALDANE: I did not say all, 
| but I quite admit that something has heen 
added, although it is very small. 


Srrk ROBERT FINLAY: I am glad to 
| hear that qualification, although the state- 
ment in the hon. and learned Gentleman’s 
speech was that the clause was not a 
compromise, and that it gave the dele- 
gates all that they askei for and some- 
thing more. I am satisfied that not only 
is the view propounded by the hon. and 
learned Gentleman absolutely novel, but 
that it is one which will not commend itself 
to anyone who has studied the matter at 
all. I would remind the hon. and 
learned Member that when this Bill, 
in the form in which it came from 
Australia, was under consideration in 
the House the hon. and learned Member 
suggested that it should be accepted 
in the form in which it came from Aus- 
‘tralia. I am not going to occupy the time 
of the Committee with technical matters, 
‘but a reference to the broad features of 
_the Bill will show that the hon. and 
‘learned Member's view with regard to 
| the comparative effect of the Amendment 
| before the Committee is really without any 
| substantial foundation. It is not of very 


tions involved in this Bill which concern | much use to appeal in this matter to ex- 
not merely the Government of Australia| perience gathered in other fields, because 
but they affect Imperial interests as well, | in this Bill we have to deal with enact- 
and we ought to be allowed sufficient time | ments of a very peculiar and very special 
to make up our minds in a satisfactory | kind. I will ask the Committee to refer 
manner. [ am aware that the right hon. | to the terms of the Constitution. They 
Gentleman has had a most difficult task | confer upon the Parliament of the Com- 
in negotiating this matter, but I protest | monwealth power to make laws with 
against the way in which the right hon. | regard to a great many matters, and | 
(sentleman is asking Parliament to come | will direct attention to two or three of 
to a decision in this matter, just as if the | them, as showing the class of questions 
issue was a comparatively simple one. 'which might arise. Under Head 10 
| power is given to make lawsas. to fisheries 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir/in Australian waters beyond the tert- 
Ropert Finuay, Inverness Burghs): I | torial limits. Head 29 refers to external 
was very glad to hear the hon. and learned | affairs, and Head 30 to the relations of 
Gentleman urge that this Bill should not the Commonwealth with the Islands of 
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the Pacific. There are several others 
which I might mention, but these are 


sufficient for my purpose. With vegard | 


to every one of these heads, questions of 
very great gravity might arise as to the 


extent of the powers which have been | 
conferred upon the Parliament of the | 
The prohibition of the mght of appeal 


Commonwealth. Take the question of 


the power to deal with Australian fisheries | 


beyond territorial limits. The question 
might arise, what are Australian 
fisheries not within the territorial 


limits? What are the powers to be exer- | 


cised with regard to the persons who may 
frequent these fisheries? With regard to 
external affairs it is unnecessary to point 
out the wide scope that might be attri- 
buted to words of that kind. In connec- 
tion with all these heads questions of 


very great importance as to the extent of , 


the delegation to be conferred on the 
Parliament of the Commonwealth might 
arise. I cannot at all agree with my 
hon. and learned friend that only in very 
exceptional cases questions as to the 
extent of these powers would arise. I 
venture to say that they would arise in 
nine cases out of ten. What I desire to 


draw the attention of the Committee to | 


is this—that the question of what powers 
have been delegated to the Australian 
legislatures, whether the legislatures in 


common or the legislature in each State, , 


may be matter of grave Imperial concern ; 
but how these powers, having been dele- 
gated, are to be distributed as between 


the central and the local legislatures will . 
be almost invariably a matter of. 


Australian concern. It may be of the 
utmost possible importance to determine 
accurately what is the extent of the 
powers delegated under Article 51. But 
the question whether a certain power is 
to be exercised by the central legislature 
or the local legislature is a question of 
Australian importance and _ almost 
entirely of Australian importance. : 
My hon. and learned friend says 
the Bill as it came from Australia 
provided that in matters affecting | 
the public interest of some other 
part of Her Majesty’s dominions an 
appeal would be allowed. That is, 
yerfectly true. I do not intend to com- : 
ment upon the extreme vagueness of such | 
language as “the public interest of some | 
other part of Her Majesty’s dominions,” | 
but it is language which would introduce | 
uncertainty into a class of cases where | 
certainty is eminently desirable. No one | 


would know what was covered by that 
assumption, but when my hon. and 
learned friend looks back with regret to 
these words which appear in the Bill as it 
came from Australia he forgets altogether 
that there was an exception engrafted on 
the prohibition of the right to appeal. 


extended to all constitutional questions. 
It was provided by Article 74 as it came 
from Australia that no appeal on any 
question affecting the construction of the 
Constitution would lie except where the 
public interest of some other part of Her 
Majesty’s dominions was concerned. 
Now we, by this clause, eliminate alto- 
gether the prohibition of appeal on con- 
stitutional questions generally, and we 
confine the prohibition to the one case of 
conflict as between a State and the 
Commonwealth or as between two States, 
as to by which of them the power 
conferred should be exercised. If the 
question is whether the power is to be 
delegated at all, then an appeal would lie 
subject to leave from Her Majesty. But 
if the question is not one of delegation, 
but merely of distribution, and as to 
whether, the powers having been con- 
ceded, they are to be exercised 
by the central or the local legislature, 
then there is no appeal from the decision 
of the High Court, unless the High Court 
thinks fit for special reasons to certify an 
appeal. My hon. and learned friend put 
a case which | confess rather surprised 
me. He said, and it is the case, that this 
clause as it now stands leaves absolutely 
unfettered the right of appeal to the 
Privy Council. As the Bill stands any 
litigant may take any point including 
constitutional questions of this kind 
straight from the Supreme Court of the 
State to the Privy Council. There is no 
doubt about that at all. Then my hon. 
and learned friend asks what would 
happen, suppose a litigant takes a point 
oe tne Wao ie Privy Council ‘eat 
is decided, and that the same point arises 
in another case and is taken to the High 
Court. In that case, of course, the High 


, Court will follow, and would be bound to 


follow the decision given by the Privy 
Council. 


Mr. HALDANE: Does the Privy 
Council also follow the High Court ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Certainly 


not, because it is not usual for the 


N2 
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Appelate Court to follow the Court below. 
The very clause which my hon. and 
learned friend has been criticising pro- 
vides that, should the High Court think 
fit to certify that the case is one proper 
to be heard on appeal, then the case may 
go to the Privy Council. I do ask the 
Committee whether a more extraordinary 
proposition was ever put forward than that, 
after the Privy Council, to which the High 
Court was allowed to appeal, had decided 
a particular point in one way, the High 
Court should decide the same point in 
another way and refuse leave to appeal 
to the Privy Council. I venture to say 
that a graver observation touching the 
constitution of a Court never was made. 
If there were any special circumstances 
which led the High Court to think that 
the decision of the Privy Council in the 
first case was not altogether applicable in 
the second case, they would of course 
under these circumstances grant leave to 
appeal, and the matter would come before 
the Privy Council. This clause shows 
that the Privy Council is recognised as 
the ultimate Appellate Court, altogether in 
deference to Australian feeling, only for | 


Commonwealth of Australia 


{COMMONS} 


Constitution Bill. 352 


' be time to consider the effect of this clause. 
| I recognise the weight of any suggestion 
| from my hon. and learned friend, but I 


-would remind him, and I would remind 
‘the Committee, that there is a very strong 
‘desire in Australia that there should be 


no further delay in the prosecution of this 
measure. I would also remind the Com- 
mittee that there will be a further oppor- 
tunity, after this Bill has passed through 
Committee, of discussing questions of 
importance on Report. 


Mr. HALDANE: I understand that 
the Australian States have not expressed 
any opinion on this Amendment. It was 
only drafted on Saturday and cabled out 
on Saturday night, and now, on Monday, 
we are asked to accept it. 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY: I would 
ask my hon. and lear.ied friend not 
to forget that there is a very great 
desire in Australia that this Bill 
should be passed with reasonable 
expedition. What that expedition is will 
be for the Committee to decide. One 
observation before I sit down. I much 


special reasons, and that the High Court regret that my hon. and learned friend 
is to certify before there can be an appeal. seems to be under the impression that 
I venture to think that the case quoted | this Amendment put on the Paper by 
by my hon. and learned friend is a per- | the right hon. Gentleman introduces an 
fectly impossible one, and that something | alternative appeal to the Privy Council 
in the nature of apology is due to the | or the High Court. 

prospective High Court from him. Then | 

my hon. and learned friend put a very’ Mr. HALDANE: That was in the last 
interesting case of legislation with respect | edition but one. 

to Chinese labour as a case ot conflict 

between a local and central authority in| Sir ROBERT FINLAY: It is em- 
which it would be important that there | bodied in this Amendment, and was 
should be anappeal. I would remind my introduced in the last Amendment as 
hon. and learned friend that in the Bill | well. 

as it came from Australia, it was very far | 


indeed from being clear that there would; Mr. HALDANE: We did not know 


have been an appeal in such a! what it was. 
case. I doubt whether it could. 
have been held that “the public Sr ROBERT FINLAY: That is not 


interest of some other part of Her the point. The point is that my hon. 
Majesty’s dominions was concerned,” or | and learned friend says that an alterna- 


that the case would be considered as 
coming within the exception giving the 
right of appeal. The case, however, is 
one of the most exceptional character. I 
venture to think that we have dealt with 
nine-tenths of the cases which will arise 


tive appeal is introduced, and he drew a 
ghastly picture of what might result from 
a litigant going from one Court to another. 
But my hon. and learned friend must re- 
member that the Bill as it came from 
Australia provided for that alternative 





under the constitution. As to how the 
powers delegated are to be distributed in 
Australia the Imperial Government is, as} Mr. HALDANE: I said so, because 
a rule, not concerned. My hon. and | there was an appeal in all cases, except 
learned friend also said that there ought to | constitutional cases, in the Bill as it came 


Sir Robert Finlay. 


appeal. 
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from Australia. But you have now taken | 
away the right of the Privy Council to | 
ive leave to appeal, and you make the 
High Court the supreme court in consti- | 
tutional questions. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY: I do on 
think that my hon. and learned friend | 
appreciates my point. He put it that the | 
evil of an alternative appeal was the | 
result of something done by my right | 
hon. friend the Secretary for the Colonies. 
The alternative appeal was in the Bill as | 
itcame from Australia. Under that Bill 
a litigant might go from the Supreme 
Court of the State straight to the Privy 
Council on any constitutional question, or 
instead of going to the Privy Council , 
might go straight to the High 
Court, but there was this most objec- 
tionable state of things under that provi- 
sion, that unless the matter fell within 
the exception namely as a constitutional 
matter affecting public grounds, the de- | 
cision of the High Court was absolutely 
final. Under the Bill as it came from 
Australia it might well have been said | 
that the High Court and the Privy 
Council were courts of co-ordinate juris- 
diction and that the High Court had leave 
to go its own way. So far from having | 
introduced that evil, what my hon. friend 
has done as the result of negotiations 
has been to remove all objectionable re- 
sults from it, because it is now pro- 
vided that the High Court may for 
special reasons grant leave to appeal even 
in the very limited class of cases in 
which the decision of the High Court is 
promulgated as one not the subject of 
appeal to the Privy Council. I 
do not claim to have converted my 
hon, and learned friend on this subject, 
but I hope I have satisfied the Committee 
that the sacrifice of these words which he 
so much laments, “unless the public 
interest in some other part of Her 
Majesty’s dominions is concerned,” is not 
one to be regretted at all. We have re- 
served the right of appeal in nine-tenths 
of the cases which may arise, and all we 
have done is to provide for no appeal 
except by special leave in a very limited 
class of cases—in which 999 out of every 
1,000 would not be atfected—relating to , 
purely Australian matters. 


Sir Rk. T. REID (Dumfriesshire) : I 
think it is much to be regretted in regard 
to this debate that it should have ever 
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been necessary. We recognise the diffi- 
culties the Colonial Secretary has had to 
contend with, but the more we think over 
the matter the more we must regret that 
it was thought necessary in any degree to 
interfere with the measure as it was sent 
from Australia. Let us see for a single 
moment how the matter stands. There 
was very great difficulty inthe Australian 
colonies in coming to a concordance upon 
terms. A long time was lost and a great 


deal of labour and ingenuity was spent, 


and at last the colonies came to an agree- 
ment. The result of that agreement was 
sent over tothis country. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary for the Colonies 
unfortunately considered that it was 
necessary to make an alteration with 
regard to one subject, and that was the 
matter of appeal tothe Privy Council. With 
the aid of the most expert legal advice, 
with the goodwill and assistance of the 
delegates from Australia, we have pro- 
ceeded from one suggestion to a second, 
and then to a third, and at last we have 
to-day a still further alteration proposed 
to us, without being able to claim the 
assent of the Australian Governments or 
Australian colonies to anything 
except what was originally proposed. It 
has been considered apparently by the 
legal advisers of the Government that 
some alteration was necessary in order to 
preserve the right of appeal to the Privy 
Council. I want the Committee to con- 
sider for a moment what is the real 
importance of appeal to tbe Privy 
Council. I think it is a very desirable 
thing to retain if we can, but I think it 
ought never to be imposed on the 
colonies, unless they wished it. Ido not 
attach any great Imperial or constitu- 
tional importance to the preservation of 
the right of appeal by private individuals 
in matters of private importance to them. 
It is only when matters of public import- 
ance arise that any significance attaches 
to the right of appeal. What is the 
difference between the present proposals 
of the Government and the proposals 
made in the original Bill as sent over from 
Australia? According to the original 
Bill, in every private case —and_ these 
would be the great majority——unless a 
question as to the interpretation of the 


| constitution arose, the right of appeal was 


preserved. That is to say, that the right 
of appeal was proposed by the Australians 
themselves to be reserved in eighteen 
out of twenty, and even ninety-nine out 
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of every hundred cases in any way likely | 


to come over to this country, and the only 


restriction proposed upon the right of | 


appeal was when questions of constitu- 


tional interpretation arose under the Act, | 


which must be comparatively rare. But 


it was thought by the Australians that 


the right of finally deciding the inter- 


pretation of their own Constitution should | 


rest upon themselves. They also made 
the concession that if the public interest 


of any other part of Her Majesty’s | 


dominions was involved there might be 
the right of appeal. 


That was to be a! 


question for the Privy Council to deter- | 


mine. 


I do not at all doubt that strong | 


legal advice was pressed upon the right | 


hon. Gentleman by very eminent autho- 
rities, but it seems to me that the restric- 
tion on the right of appeal as originally 
proposed by the Australians themselves 
must only affect and could only apply in 
a few cases. However, unfortunately, the 
view of tue Government was otherwise, 


and they commenced to make alterations. | 


| 


As the Committee is aware, we have had | 


not much notice of the last alteration, but 
we will have an opportunity of discussing 
and considering it again on the Report 
stage. 
proposals were first made to the present 
there has been nothing but difference— 
friendly and respectful I quite admit— 
between the Government on _ the 
one side and one section or another 
of Australian opinion on the other. 
There has been, unfortunately, dif- 
ferences between the Australian colonies 
themselves in regard to what, after all, 
are very small matters in comparison with 
the enormous interests dealt with by this 
Bill. I would wish to point out to the 
Committee how comparatively small the 
real difference is between what was ori- 
ginally proposed in the Australian Bill 
and what is now suggested by the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


From the time when the original | 
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certifies an appeal. That is a dif- 
ference which it seems to me 


ought not to occasion any difficulty. 
If I were an Australian I would very 
likely consider it a very proper clause; 
but I think it is a great pity that it was 
ever proposed here. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that he does not now 
know whether the Australian Govern- 
ments are in favour of his proposal, and 
that he may learn between now and Re- 
port that some other scheme will be satis- 
factory to them, in which case he says— 
and most wisely says—that he will in- 
stantly lay it before the House provided 
it does not interfere with his views as to 
the duty of the Imperial Government as 
trustees for the whole Empire. I most 
heartily hope that some proposal will be 
made—nothing could be more eminently 
satisfactory, from my point of view, than 
that some proposal shouid be made—to 
put an end to this difference—a difference 
which I think is very trifling—-on a very 
important Bill, and which has given a 
great deal more trouble than it need have 
done. But if not, I think the Australian 
colonies would be very well advised if 
they accepted the proposal of the right 
hon. Gentleman. It will do no harm, | 
believe, to their Constitution, and cer- 
tainly it contains no element of injustice 
or unfairness. But if they do not do so, 
and continue to express, what exists toa 
considerable extent in Australia, a 
decided preference for the form of the 
Bill to which they all agreed in the first 
instance, I would express the hope that 
the Government even now, after having 


done their best according to their own 


view of their duty, will revert to the 
Australian view, which I think is perfectly 
harmless and cannot in any degree inter- 


| fere with Imperial interests. 


‘here was no restvic- | 


tion at all under the Australian Bill , 


except in cases of constitutional interpre- 
tation, and even then there was no re- 
striction if the public interest in any 
other part of Her Majesty’s dominions 
was concerned. What have we got instead 
of that ? 


I think myself that the differ- | 


ence is so small as not to justify all the | 
trouble that has been taken and the risk | 


which has been run of losing the Bill. 
The proposal now is that on questions of 


delegation or distribution of 


*Smr WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni 
versity): The right hon. the Coionial 
Secretary said he hoped that any 
discussion that took place this evening 
would be on this particular clause, but as 
my criticism will rather point to a sug- 
gestion of a slight increase in the legisla- 
tive power given in the clause, I hope I 
shall not be out of order in making 
some general remarks on the subject. I do 
not wish to go into the question of the 
powers. 
I followed the difficulties and the subtle- 


constitutional interpretation there shall | ties of the hon. and learned Member for 
| East Lothian, and was painfully convinced 
| 


be no appeal unless the High Court 
Sir R. T. Reid. 
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, however, pass from that, and will ven- | 
ture, in spite of all that has been said as , 


to the propriety of our leaving the matter 
entirely to the Australians, to express, 


what I hope is not improper, some in- | 


terest in the working of this Constitution 
as we expect it to develop in the future his- 
tory of the colonies. The Appeal clause 
in the Bill originally submitted by the 


colonies to the Government was extremely | 


dificult to allow in the form in which it 
was drawn, because it was so complicated 
and obscure that it was likely to lead to 
bickering and difficulty between the home 


Government and the colonies. I preferred | 


the clause which was submitted to us 
shortly after the Bill was introduced, 
though it appeared to me to have 
some defects which, if it were before 
us now, I should have pointed out 
as a source of danger. The present 
clause seems to me to confine the matters 
on which there is to be no review of 
the Privy Council to very distinct and 
reasonable limits, and I only regret that 
the Government departed from what I 
still think was a counsel of perfection 
when they first presented the Bill 
to the House—the retention of the 
right of appeal as it exists, I be- 
leve, for the Dominion of Canada. 
I wish to impress on this House that we 
are throwing upon this High Court the 
decision without review of questions 
which are very likely to impair its 
character and its utility in the Australian 
colonies. The questions that will come 
before it are questions as to the distribu- 
tion of power between the Federal 


Government and the States, and anyone , 
longer possible I venture to suggest 


who has followed the history of the 
Supreme Court in America must know that 
these are the questions which have most 
tried the firmness, and have even to some 
extent impaired the character, of that 
Court. The cases which will come before 
the High Court under this clause without 
doubt will be cases in which the Federal 
Legislature or the Executive will be 
alleged to have exceeded its powers as 
against some one of the States ; and, there- 
fore, the issue will be’ to some extent a 
political issue. 
to arise because it must be remembered 
that the Australian colonies are not going 
into this federation from any external 
pressure, but of their own initiative, and 


They are the more likely | 
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sound with greater force and volume in 
the affairs of the Empire as a Common- 
wealth than as_ separate colonies. 
The cases which will come before the 
High Court will be cases in which the 
Legislature or the Executive of the Com- 
monwealth will be one of the litigants, 
and a State or States will be the other. 
But it must be borne in mind that the 
appointment of the judges of the High 
Court will rest with the Executive of the 
Commonwealth ; and there is no limit to 
the number constituting the High Court. 
Thus it is conceivable that when some great 
political issue as to the federal power is 
before the Court, or is likely to come 
before it, it may happen—as I believe it has 
happened in the United States—that the 
members of the Court would be gradually 
increased or diminished according to the 
wish of the Executive, so that a particular 
decision or course of policy of a certain 
character may be determined and arrived 
at ina certain way. This consideration 
points to the desirableness of securing the 
High Court from any possible imputation 
on its character by granting an appeal to 
the Privy Council ; and if this were done 
no conceivable motive or reason for 
affecting the composition of the Court 
could arise. Though it seems paradoxical 
to say so, the very fact that the decisions 
were subject to appeal, and were not to be 
final, would, I believe, increase the finality 
of their character—that is to say, they 
would be accepted without hesitation be- 
cause they would be above suspicion, 
inasmuch as the ultimate decision would 
lie with the Privy Council. I wish it were 
possible to go back to the original deci- 
sion of the Government to retain the right 
of appeal in all cases; but as this is no 


that the Federal Legislature should 
have power, without an  amend- 
ment of the Constitution, to restore 
the right of appeal in those political and 
constitutional cases which were defined in 
the amending clause. If, after a term of 
years, it is found that the character of the 
High Court is suffering, it might well be 
that the Commonwealth Parliament might 
desire to restore the right of appeal to the 
Privy Council, but it could not do so 
without the very cumbersome process of 
amending the Constitution. If, however, 
the delegates were agreed on that subject 
a few amending words would give the 


,Commonwealth Parliament the power I 
because they believe that their voice will | suggest. That would be of the greatest ad- 
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vantage. I knowthat it is risky to prophesy 
regarding the working of a Constitution, 
because no Constitution ever worked out 
as its authors or students ever expected ; 
but I think that my suggestion would be 
an assistance in the working out of the 
Australian Constitution, and might be 
found useful for preventing any possible 
diminution in the respect which we all 
hope will be granted to the High Court 
of the Commonwealth. I do not think 
that in making this suggestion I can be 
accused of giving any cause of offence. It 
seems to me not to be friendly or hardly 
altogether respectful to the colonies to 
say, “ Take your Constitution if you want 
it, so long as it does not interfere with 
Imperial concerns, and make the best of 
it.” Weare all interested in the character 
and conditions of this Australian Consti- 


tution ; and we are all desirous to see the | 


stones of the fabric laid on the surest 
foundation, and to promote the ultimate 
prosperity of these great colonies in which 
we are so much concerned; and it is for 
that reason I have ventured to make the 
suggestion. 


*Mr. ASQUITH: 1 think the Com- | 


mittee will realise that we are approaching 
the consideration of a question of the 
highest importance under conditions of 
grave embarrassment. We are, on both 
sides of the House, I believe, equally im- 
pressed with the desire to put no obstacle 
of any kind in the way of the speedy 
attainment by our Australian fellow- 
subjects of a scheme of federation, but I 
think we might be well advised in the 
circumstances of the case in asking you, 
Sir, to report progress and to ask leave 
to sit again. The House has heard the 


speech of my hon. and learned friend the | 
Member for Haddingtonshire and the | 
My hon. | 


reply of the Attorney General. 
and learned friend is of opinion that the 
clause in the form it has at present 
assumed does not safeguard the interests 
of the rest of the Empire as distinguished 
from Australia with the same clearness 
and efficiency as the clause which came 
from Australia 


The Attorney General is | 








MONS} Constitution Ball. 360 


upon what ground, that the High Court 
would be bound to defer to the Privy 
Council. I do not wish to pronounce 
any opinion upon either of these con- 
tentions, but when we are asked to pass 
a clause which did not appear in print 
until four o’clock this afternoon, and in 
regard to the interpretation of which 
these high authorities are im complete 
antagonism, it is surely placing a very 
great tax upon the confidence of the 
House. Even if we had been considering 
a Private Bill, and not a Constitution, 
‘we should have had an _ opportunity 
| of careful deliberation and of arriving 
bow an opinion which would then be, 
| possibly, of some value. I hope I shall 
not be accused by anyone of wishing 
'to delay the passage of this Bill or of 
| disrespect either to the Imperial Govern- 
/ment or the delegates who have been 
concerned in these negotiations if I refer 
to the history of this clause as not credit- 
able to our way of doing business. What 
does it consist of ? The Bill in its 
original shape, as it was brought from 
| Australia, was submitted to the whole of 
| the Australian people, after prolonged de- 
liberations in their various Legislatures. 
The Imperial Government, as we now 
know, took no effective means of convey- 
ing to the Australian people what, a 
moment after the Bill arrived here, they 
discovered to be a matter of Imperial con- 
cern and a real danger to the unity of the 
Empire. The Australian people having 
passed the Bill in the shape in which it 
was passed without any warning whatso- 
ever that apprehensions of that kind had 
been or were about to be entertained 
upon this side of the water, the 
delegates came over here with a re- 
stricted mandate, having no power to do 
anything, as it appeared, but to agree to 
pass the Bill in the form in which it was 
assented to by the Australian people. 
That is the first stage of the matter. 
Then we come to the First Reading of the 
, Bill in this House, when the right hon. 
Gentleman the Colonial Secretary devoted 
a very large part of his speech to showing 
that the Australian delegates were not 





| 
| 
| 
| 








of a different opinion. Again, my hon. | authentic exponents of the opinion of 
and learned friend contends that you Australia, that that opinion could be 
may have under this clause two irre- | better collected from other sources, which 
concilable decisions, one by the Privy | he specified, and that that opinion was 
Council and the other by the High Court | hostile to the clause as it was passed upon 
in Australia, in reference to the same | referendum to the Australian people, and 
subject matter in the same State. The | was in favour of an unrestricted right of 
Attorney General thinks, I do not know | appeal. The Bill as it was presented to 
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this House on the First Reading gave an | opportunity of considering it. 





Constitution Lill. KA he 
The right 


absolutely unrestricted right of appeal. | hon. Gentleman tells us that on Saturday, 


That was the second stage. A week later 
came the Second Reading, when the | 
matter assumed a third and _ totally | 
different aspect. The delegates, who had | 
had a restricted mandate which did not | 
authorise them to alter a single comma in | 
the Bill, appear to have agreed with the | 
right hon. Gentleman to a form of clause | 
which was totally inconsistent with the | 
position taken up by him on the First 
Reading of the Bill, and imposed on the 
right of appeal those very restrictions 
which he had declared to be fatal or 
dangerous to the unity of the Empire or 
to the interests of the Empire. The’ 
House will remember the speech the right | 
hon, Gentleman delivered. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I think the 
right hon. Gentleman misunderstands me. 
Inever said that the restrictions on the 
right of appeal in purely Australian cases 
would affect the interests of the Empire, 
and it is to that we have now absolutely 
confined this Bill. 


, itself. 


this gravity. 


though he had the knowledge that the 
delegates had absolutely no authority to 
assent to this clause, he had telegraphed 
to the Australian Governments to know 
whether they had assented to it, and 
at this moment he is entirely without 
information from any one of those 
Governments, who alone are in a position 
to say whether this clause is contrary 
to the opinion of Australia or not. 
For the House, in such conditions, to 
seriously discuss in a Bill like this a 
clause of such vital importance is entirely 
without precedent, and if a precedent of 
this kind is to be made it ought not to 
be made without a protest in the House 
When we get to the report stage 
it may turn out that the Australian 
Governments do not approve of the 
action of the delegates, and we may have 
put before us a fifth and different pro- 
posal. I do think that the House has 
hardly been treated with the respect to 
which it is entitled in a matter of 
It would have been the 


_ easiest thing in the world, if the Colonial 


*Mr. ASQUITH: My argument is, of 
course, directed to Clause 74, which never 
did anything at all to restrict the right of 
appeal except in relation to constitutional 
questions. The right hon. Gentleman 
knows that the general right of appeal has 
always been unimpaired. That was the 
third phase. I spoke upon that occasion, 
and I welcomed the understanding which 
had been arrived at between the right 
hon. Gentleman and the delegates, be- 
cause I thought that far too much fuss had 
been made over this business, and if any 
arrangement was come to the House 
night readily assent toit. Now we come 
to the fourth stage in the history of this 
transaction. The clause which represented, 
I will not call it the compromise, but the 
arrangement come to between the right 
hon. Gentleman and the unauthorised 
delegates at the time of the Second 
Reading, which had been on the Paper 
for three weeks, and which had been the 
subject of comment and discussion not, 
only in Australia but in this country, | 
completely disappeared as late as Saturday | 
morning last ; and we have had put before | 
us this afternoon, without any notice, | 
a clause containing an entirely different 
I think it is a distinct , 


Improvement, but it is an entirely new 
proposition, and we have never had an 


! 
| 


Secretary only made this arrangement 
as late as Saturday last, to have de- 
ferred the Committee on this Bill for 
a few days, until we had an oppor- 
tunity of knowing what the opinion 
of Australia was, and also some op- 
portunity of considering ourselves these 
difficult and legal considerations. For 
my part I entirely decline at this stage to 
commit myself to the clause as it stands. 
I claim for myself, and I think every 
Member of the House is entitled to it, 
complete freedom, at a later stage, to 
consider it upon its merits. I do not 
think that we should be doing our duty 
if we allowed this occasion to pass with- 
out making this protest against a pro- 
ceeding which I think is entirely without 
precedent. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I sympathise 
very much with a great deal of what has 
fallen from the right hon, Gentleman as 
to a certain inconvenience attending the 
proceedings with regard to this Bill, and 
I quite agree with him that the cireum- 
stances are entirely unprecedented. I 
quite agree with him also that if we were 
dealing with a Bill of our own, an English 
Bill, even a Private Bill, we could not 
think for a moment of pressing for a con- 
clusion this afternoon, but would readily 
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accept a suggestion coming from any | 


quarter of the House for a further post- 
ponement. I admit all that. But how 
the right hon. Gentleman, who knows the 
circumstances of this case, and knows 
exactly what are the difficulties with 
which I have had to deal, can accuse me 
of want of respect to the House because I 
have adopted the course I have taken, I 
cannot possibly conceive. I have taken 
this course simply because I have been 
requested to do so by the Australian 
delegates. ‘T'o the right hon. Gentleman 
that may be an insufficient authority, but 
for those who again and again in these 
proceedings have called upon us not to 
flout the opinion of the whole of the 
Australian people, not to flout their 
representatives, not to insult them by 
suggesting amendments to their Bill, to 
say to us that no attention whatever 
should have been paid to the unanimous 
request of the Australian delegates, even 
at this late period, seems to me a very 
inconsistent argument. 


*Mr. ASQUITH: What I said was that 
surely the House of Commons is entitled 
to have a few days to consider the pro- 
posal. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I entirely 
agree that if the House of Commons 
desires a postponement they must have it. 
Nobody would think of rejecting any- 
thing like a general desire of the House 
of Commons, or a desire expressed by 
the leaders of the Opposition, in regard 
to such a matter. But, of course, in that 
case they will understand that they are 
taking upon themselves the responsibility 
of delaying the measure. 
in itself is a serious matter or not is for 
them to consider. We press it, not 
because we have the slightest interest as 
a Government in pressing it, but because 
we thought it was our duty to put before 
the Committee the wishes of the Aus- 
tralian delegates in the matter. Let me 
say that I should not, perhaps, have made 
myself the channel for the expression of 
that wish if I had not been under the 
impression, which nothing the right hon. 
Gentleman has said has removed, that it 
was the general desire of the House to 
treat this Bill as chiefly an Australian 
matter. If the House proposes now to 
adopt a different view with regard to it, 
why, of course, I admit that the com- 


plication of this particular question and | 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 


Whether that | 
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the complication of the whole Bill justifies 
a much longer delay than we have 
thought of. I was certainly under the 
impression that, if I could produce to the 
House primi facie evidence that an ar- 
rangement had been arrived at which on 
its merits we could approve and which 
had every prospect of commending itself, 
not merely to a portion of the Australian 
colonies, but to the Australian colonies 
as a whole, in that case we should 
have the assent of the House for 
taking the present step. I have to ac- 
knowledge the spirit in which the matter 
has been dealt with by the hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Member for Dum- 
fries, but still I do venture to differ from 
him, because he expressed a desire that 
even at this late stage we should accept 
the original Bill as presented to us by 
Australia. 


Sir R. T. REID: If you cannot get 
an agreement out of them. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : [ hope we 
have got an agreement otherwise. But 
he will permit me to say that in my jad - 
ment if we were now to go back to the 
original Bill it would be the most unsatis- 
factory course that we could possibly take, 
that it would be the course which would 
meet with the most resistance in 
Australia. I think the House will easily 
see that a matter which even in our short 
discussions has proved to be _ highly 
technical is not one which can be con- 
sidered to have been before the minds of 
all the Australian people when they passed 
the referendum on the principle of the 
Bill. Now that it has been discussed, it 
must be evident to every one that there 
isa very large and growing opinion in 
favour of retaining an unrestricted right 
of appeal. I own that my conviction has 
always been that the Australian people 
never intended the Bill to be taken or left 
by this House, to be swallowed whole or 
to be rejected, and that there was no 
alternative for our consideration. On the 
contrary, everything that I have heard 
leads me to believe that it was supposed 
we would give our best consideration to 
the Bill, and that if we found in it any- 
thing that we thought to be of sufficient 
importance to merit reconsideration we 
should not hesitate to put our views 
before the Australian people ; and, as far 
as I can gather, I believe our efforts in 
that direction have been thoroughly 
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appreciated. The hon. and _ learned 
Gentleman said something about the pos- 
sibility of exciting displeasure. I have 
not seen a trace of displeasure. On the 
contrary, there is a thorough appreciation 
of the spirit in which we have hitherto 
dealt with the matter. Our main object 
has been so to pass this Bill finally as to 
secure the practically unanimous assent 
of the Australian Parliaments. 
recent alterations, and, as I have said, the 
first alteration that was proposed, gave us 
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I have said, I agree with him ; but at the 
same time I should not like to introduce 
the alteration at this stage, or without 
knowing whether such an increase of 
legislative power would be likely to be 
in consonance with the wishes of the 
Australian Governments and people. But 
I will take care, as far as I can, to make 
myself acquainted with the views of the 
delegates, at all events, on the subject, 


Constitution Pill. 


_and if I should find they have no objec- 
tion I should be very glad to introduce 


all that we thought it necessary to insist | 


upon. 
suggestions that have come to us from 


Australia, and I am not at all ashamed of | 


proposing them again and again. I am 
not at all touched by the irony of the 
right hon, and learned Gentleman. He 


These subseqnent alterations are | 


talked about a fourth proposal in a few | 
weeks, and said there may be a fifth. | 


(Mr. ASQUITH nae 
mented upon it in what 
a spirit of deprecation. 


understood was 


Mr. ASQUITH: Only as an argument 
for deliberation. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
deny the possibility, and I shall not be in 
the least ashamed of coming again with a 
fifth or a sixth suggestion if it is made to 
me from Australia. If I have reason to 
believe that other alterations will still 
further recommend this Bill as a whole to 
the Australian people, it will be my duty 
to submit them, even one after another, 
to the House. As regards time for 
deliberation, I hope hon. and _ right 
hon. Gentlemen opposite will see fit to 


Well, he com- | 


hasten proceedings by allowing this stage, | 
at all events, to pass practically unques- 


tioned. We shall be prepared to allow 
time for further deliberation on 
Report stage, which we will postpone to a 
date which will be convenient to gentle- 
men opposite. The proposal to extend | 
the powers of the Federal Parliament | 
made by the hon. Member for the Oxford 
University is one with which I entirely 
agree. ‘The Federal Parliament under 
the Constitution will have power to legis- 
late for limiting the right of appeal, 
although any legislation of the kind will | 
have to be reserved for Her Majesty’s | 
pleasure. My hon. friend says we might 
still further enlarge the legislative capa- | 
city of the F beret Parliament by allow- | 
ing them to extend the right of appeal as | 


the | 


| Australia as it is in Canada. 


the change on the Report stage. I think 
there is only one other word I need say. 
I disagree from the hon. and learned 
Member for Dumfries, and still more from 
the hon. and learned Member for Had- 
dingtonshire, as to the view they take of 
the respective effects of the original Bill 
and of the Bill as it will stand when we 
have amended it. The hon. and learned 
Member for Haddingtonshire actually puts 
forward the view that our Amendment 
restricts the right of appeal more than 
the original Bill. He says that upon a 
hasty review of the clause as now pre- 
sented. Let me point out that the whole 
of his argument applies to the previous 
proposed Amendment as well as to the 
Amendment on the Blue Paper, and. 
although it has been before the people of 
Australia for the last three months, not a 
single word was heard from anyone to 
justify that view. The hon. and learned 
Gentleman, as far as I know, stands abso- 
lutely and entirely alone. The hon. and 
learned Member for Dumfries did not 
go so far, but he did consider that the 
original Bill made a slight limitation and 
restriction of the right of appeal. That 
is absolutely contrary to the view taken 
unanimously by the leading judicial 
authorities in Australia. Whether it is 
right or not to make the alteration is 
another matter. When I am told that 
the Amendments which we have now 


-made do not affect that restriction, I 


think I can best answer that by saying 


that by those Amendments we have placed 


the question of appeal, with one excep- 
tion, in precisely the same condition in 
The hon. 
and learned Gentleman approves of the 
condition of things with regard to appeal 
in Canada. Let me point out that under 
the new Amendments we shall be acting 
in precisely the same way in Australia as 
in Canada, except that in the limited 
number of cases where constitutional 


well as to limit it. Upon that point, as | questions are tried in the High Court 
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leave to appeal will be given in the case | 


of Australia by the High Court, whereas 
in the case of Canada leave to appeal is 
given by the Privy Council. That is the 
only difference. Having brought the 
right of appeal in Australia so completely 


or nearly in accord with the right of | 


appeal in Canada, I think we have secured 
a very great result, and I am only glad 
to find that in doing so we have the sup- 
port apparently of the Australian people. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
I do not think my right hon. friend has 
treated the House with any discourtesy, 
hut he had a matter of the most difficult 
character to deal with. Nor do I think 
the House of Commons is at all discredited 
by the way in which this business has 
been conducted. I think that in this 
matter we should defer entirely to Aus- 
tralian opinion in all matters whieh do 
not touch the interests of the Empire at 
large. -But I urge my right hon. friend 
to consider whether it would not be better 
to assent to report progress at this stage, 
so that we may have some time to con- 
sider the exact meaning of this Amend 


ment which we have seen to-day for the | 


first time. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I wish to say a few 
words, not on the main question of the 
merits of the proposed clause, but on 
another point. The right hon. Gentleman 
has expressed a very strong opinion to 
the Committee. He has said that the 
Government will postpone for a short time 
further the consideration of the Bill at 
this stage, if the Committee desire ; but he 
has referred to some evils—unknown 
evils to us—that would arise, and has 
implied that it would be a great dis- 
appointment and calamity if some short 
prorogation were allowed. I do not 
understand what the meaning of that may 
be. I remember it was on the 14th May 
that the Bill was read a second time, and 
the stage which really became the critical 
stage—for there was no opposition at the 
Second Reading—was postponed for some 
time. Considerable surprise was felt at 
the length of the interval which the right 
hon. Gentleman allowed, because there 
was nothing in the merits of the case, in 
the facts themselves, which made so long 
an interval necessary. But now, on’ the 
morning of our consenting to consider the 
Bill, we have this new clause put before 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 








Constitution Bill. 368 


us, and we are told that it is the result of 
an agreement between the right hon. 
Gentleman and the delegates, but neither 
the delegates nor the Minister know 
what the feeling of Australia is and 
what the opinion of the Australian 
Governments is. That is prima facie 
a very strong case for postponing the 
consideration of the clause. The right 
hon. Gentleman adopts a tone which is, 
I think, entirely satisfactory to the House, 
when he says that, subject of course to a 
due regard for our interests, his great 
des're is to do whatever the Australian 
people wish—that he will change this 
clause again and again if he finds that it 
will so better suit the wishes of the Aus- 
tralian people. That we understand and 
appreciate, but that is another reason for 
delay. We do not know what the feeling 
of the Australian people is. The whole 
of the arguments app:ar to me to be in 
favour of some further de!ay—a short 
delay it may be—not only for our con- 
venience, that we may prepare speeches 
and elaborate arguments, and for the 
dignity and propriety of the proceedings 


‘of this House, but for the sake of our 


making a good job of this matter when 
we undertake it. If we claim to be desir- 
ous of doing what the Australian people 
wish, we ought, first of all, to know what 
they desire. For all these reasons a short 
delay would not appear to be out of the 
question, and I am rather surprised that 
the Government have not themselves pro- 
posed it. On the other hand, the right 
hon. Gentleman was almost severe in his 
declaration of the great gravity and 
responsibility which would rest upon us 
if we invited this delay, and consequently 
I hesitate to put what is my strong 
opinion into the form of an _ actual 
request. 


*Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): [certainly 
do not desire to say a word in disparage- 
ment of the skill and patience shown by 
the right hon. Gentleman in managing the 
delicate negotiations in reference to this 
Bill, but I think the whole drift of the 
debate to-night has been in favour of 
delay, and there does not seem to be very 
much weight in the arguments used by 
the right hon. Gentleman against delay. 
The right hon. Gentieman has said he 
wanted to do all he could to meet the 
wishes of the Australian delegates. But 
what difference would a short delay make, 
seeing that it is in order to ascertain the: 
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opinion of those speaking for Australia? {of the Australian people, and they used 
Iam quite sure that after such a delay those eloquent and manly words which I 
the debate on the Bill could be concluded | think are strictly appropriate— 

in half an hour. Everybody in England | ' , 

- ars ai “ pen. “The delegates reflect with pride that there 
is only too anxious that this Bill should | are sentiments which will constitute eternal 
be passed and to do anything to promote | ‘links of empire,’ but are quite unable to 
the happiness and prosperity of the people | understand how there can ever be the least 
in Australia. When it was first brought | hope that we can merely by insuring uniform 


, ain ; ies ; +, interpretation of the law throughout the 
forward it was with every prospect of it st facilitate that unity of action for the 


Ecclesiastical Assessments 


being passed, and, considering the | common interests which will lead to a real 
splendid spirit shown by the colonists | federation of the Empire. The ‘unity of 
in South Africa, the people in | action’ and the uniform ‘ interpretation of the 

| law’ seem to them wholly unrelated and 


this country should have been L only | certain to remain so. The consciousness of 
too ready to show their appreciation. | kinship, the consciousness of common blood, 
The Australian delegates came over | and a consciousness of duty, the pride of their 
boasting, as they had a right to boast, race and history, these are the links of empire, 
that they were the representatives of the | bonds which attach, not bonds which chafe. 
people and Parliaments of Australia—of These are the sentiments which have 
all the constituted authorities of Aus- inspired the people of Australia, and I 
tralia. Every one of them agreed as to’ think we may rely more upon them, and 
the Bill that it ought to be passed by | feel that in the moment of emergency or 
the House. The Colonial Secretary | danger the Australians will come to our 
took up a position of complete anta-| side animated by the common sentiments 
gonism to the measure. It was a/ of race, religion and language, by common 
matter for regret that the Colonial | sympathies, and by common traditions. 
Secretary, instead of accepting the 

opinions of the constituted authorities of| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I should 
Australia, had endeavoured to obtain an | not oppose a motion for the adjournment 
opinion in Australia in favour of himself. | proposed from the opposite side with the 
He had adopted all the arts peculiar to the j authority of the right hon. Gentleman 
political agitator. We were told that this | the Leader of the Opposition. I confess 
was the one last link in the Imperial | that, although he does not venture to 
union of the whole Empire—that it was | make the request, I have a difficulty in 
the first step towards Imperial Federation. | distinguishing between a formal request 
Anyone who had given any _ serious! and the language in which he conveyed 
thought to the question of Imperial | his opinion on the matter. 

federation among the scattered members | 








of the Empire of Great Britain must | 


know that it is a perfect chimera, and 
that there is no colony in the Empire 
which to-morrow would accept the 
authority of any federated Assembly 
sitting in London to impose on them any 
control or any taxation whatever. The 
great aim of the people of Australia has 
been to break away from the last vestige 
and relic of the ill-omened domination 
of Downing Street in our Colonial Empire. 


*ToE CHAIRMAN: I would remind 
the hon. Member that the discussion is 
limited to the 
Committee. 


*Mr. MACLEAN: Perhaps I may be 


permitted to point out why the Australian | 


delegates protested against the scheme of 


Her Majesty’s Government, however it | 


might be modified. It was that they did 
not think it was one suited to the genius 


Amendment before the | 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I was frightened out of it by the right 
hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I was not 
aware I was so terrible in your opinion. 
'I understand it is the opinion of the 
right hon. Gentleman that we should not 
‘proceed further, although I very much 
regret that it should be his opinion. I 
| do not feel justified in offering any oppo- 
‘sition to reporting progress, and in that 
case I would suggest that we continue 
the discussion on Thursday next. 


Committee report Progress, to s:t 


again upon Thursday. 
ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
(THIRD READING. } 


Order for Third Reading Read. 
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Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Stir CHARLES CAMERON (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton), who was very indis- 
tinctly heard in the Reporters’ Gallery, 
was understood to explain that the object 
of the motion standing on the Paper in 
his name was to remove a very great de- 
fect in the Bill, and to make the measure 
a real and substantial advance in regard 
to the remedying of a grievance which 
had been recognised in the assessment of 
ecclesiastical buildings in Scotland. 
During the discussion at the Second 
Reading stage it was shown that the 
Bill was as badly drafted as could possibly 
be conceived, but the measure was read 
a second time and referred to the Stand- 
ing Committee. That Standing Com- 
mittee sat for only a single day, and 
was very sparsely attended. Although 
the Bill required certain amendments in 
matters of detail in order to explain 
what it really meant, and although 
various Amendments were moved by 
supporters of the Government with the 
object of making the measure more clear, 
the Lord Advocate, acting: upon a very 
obvious system of Parliamentary tactics, 


{COMMONS} 
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{committed in respect of a new clause, 
| which motion he now begged to move. 


, Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): 
I rise for the purpose of seconding the 
/motion. Although I am one of those who 
| vote in favour of the disestablishment 
and disendowment of the Church of Scot- 
‘land, yet I am one of those who are 

always prepared favourably to consider 
, any proposal for the removal of any real 
' grievance of the Church so long as that 
State connection exists. With regard to 
this Bill, I am surprised that the Church 
has brought in a Bill which introduces a 
| principle entirely antagonistic to the 
| principle of justice for which the Church 
; has all along contended. In the first 
| place, it has been strongly objected to 
| that the feuars should be called upon to 
| pay any part whatever of the expense of 
providing church accommodation and of 
the manse for the clergyman. I cannot 
conceive any reason of principle why 
, these feuars of £50 a year should be 
exempted from the obligation attaching 
, to the land of paying their proportion for 

the church accommodation in the parish. 
The parish church has to be erected for 
the accommodation of the parishioners 
| whcever they may be, and if the popula- 


refused to amend a single word of the / tion increases owing to the building of 
Bill, the measure being reported without | parishioners in the parish the parish church 
amendment to the House, thus escaping , has to be correspondingly enlarged. The 
a discussion on Report. The hon. Mem- | parish churches in Scotland have to be 
ber disclaimed any attempt to recommit | made sufficient in size to accommodate 
the Bill for the purpose of making | the parishioners without regard to dissent 
minor or verbal Amendments, but he |in the parish. Therefore, when you are 
desired its recommittal for the insertion | dealing with the building of a parish 
of an Amendment which would have church, you are dealing with a church 
the effect of making the new power pro- | which the law prescribes should be built 
posed in the Bill a reality instead of ajin every parish for the accommodation 
sham. He was not alone in this desire,,of every parishioner in that parish. 
as no fewer than four Members of the | Obviously, therefore, what can be more 
Standing Committee, three of whom! just and reasonable, when the population 





were supporters of the Government, had 
Amendments to the same effect before 
the Committee, but on a division were 
defeated, although of the Scotch Mem- 
bers present there were a majority in 
favour of the alteration. The clause he | 
desired to have inserted was really the 
handiwork of the hon. Member for Glas- 
gow University, who brought this Bill in 
many years ago as embodying the wish of 
the Church of Scotland in the matter, 
and the Bill then contained this very 
clause word for word. He therefore | 
hoped to have the hon. Member's sup- | 
port to the proposal that the Bill be re- | 





of a parish increases, than that those 
persons for whose benefit public accommo- 
dation is required to be provided should 
bear their proportionate share of the cost 
of providing that accommodation ? It is 
no argument to say that the feuars do 
not use the accommodation. If a public 
park is provided, it is no answer to say, 
“T do not go to the public park, and 
therefore should not be assessed.” The 
park is provided for you whether you 
use it or not. In the same way, the 
parish church, be it right or be it wrong, 
is provided for you whether vou go or 
not. This burden is one of the obliga- 
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tions on the land, and it is a just burden | time there was an old valuation in the 
so long as we recognise the present sys-| parish; that is to say, 200 or 300 years 
tem of State establishment and the obli- | ago the proprietor of land in a parish got 
gation of the State to provide accommo- | his valuation fixed. But obviously such 
dation in the parish church whether the | a valuation has no relation to the existing, 
parishioners attend or not. That being value of his land. Suppose since then 
so, Why is this Bill brought in? minerals have been found in the land. A 
It is not because the present law! man who stands perhaps at a valuation 
is unjust in principle. The law is; of £300 a year may at present be 
perfectly just in principle, assuming the drawing a revenue of £60,000 a year 
State connection to exist. The Bill is from that land, and yet be assessed at 
brought in because a great grievance has | only the valued rent as it was made 
been alleged on the part of dissenters.'| 200 or 300 years ago, and which has 
They say, “We are providing church no relation whatever to the existing value. 
accommodation for ourselves, aud why , The result of this proposal will be that 
should we have to help provide for the | the men with the large incomes in the. 
parish church?” The same answer could | parish will be paying very small sums. 
be made by a man who sends his children | That will be the effect of this provision in 


to a private school. 


make use of that accommodation, 
or if you provide for private worship 
for yourselves, that isa matter for your 
own concern.” The moment you deviate 
from that principle you get into difficulty 
so far as the Church is concerned. If it 


is not just that the dissenter should pro- | 
vide his fair share of the accommodation | 
in the parish church, it is equally not just | 


that he should have to pay any part of 
the minister’s stipend in respect of the 
public worship in that church. Once you 
deviate from a principle of this kind you 
cannot stop. 


altogether, levying the burden of pro- 


viding parish church accommodation in| 


some other way, it would be much better 


The Government have 
always maintained the justice of the. 
principle of this assessment, and until | 
you are able to deal with the subject | 
comprehensively, and abolish the rate | 


Why should he! many parishes. No hon. Member would 
pay rates for the public schools? The | 
reply to that argument is simply “ There | 
is the church and there is the accommoda- | 
tion provided for you. If you do not’ 
‘think a single hon. Member on the 


dare to propose in this House to make 
the old valuation compulsory. I do not 
believe the Lord Advocate would bring in 
such a measure, and if he did I do not 


opposite side would support him. This 
Parliament would never declare that it 
would take as the basis of an assessment 
the valuation fixed 200 or 300 years ago. 
The proposal of this Bill is that two- 
thirds in value may impose upon the other 
one-third this most unjust valuation. It 
is unjust that any majority should have it 
in their power to enforce upon a minority 
a system of valuation which neither this 
House nor any Parliament in the world 
would ever think of imposing. In every 
instance where you attempt to carry out 
this clause you will be creating an abso- 
lute injustice, because you are giving a 
majority the power to do that which this 
House would not itself authorise to 
be done. With regard to the rent, 
a statement is to be made about the 


amount that has to-be paid, and the man 
to leave the incidence of taxation as it. 
stands at present. What is the principle | 
here as regards the first clause of the | 


who is exempted according to this section 
is not to be allowed to vote in any pro- 
ceedings connected with the Church. 





Bill? As the law stands at present the How will you be in a position to ascertain 
valuation is made upon the real rent. | the cost until you have had a meeting to. 
But there is an old valuation which has | vote upon the plans? This is where the 
been in operation in some parishes which | Amendment comes in with great force. 
the House of Lords has decided not to be | The men may be disfranchised at the last 
legally enforcible. According to a) moment, but in the meantime how are you 
decision of the House of Lords about | to know whether they will be contributors 
eighty years ago, the assessment must be | or not unless you have some obligation 
hased upon the real rent of the parish. | and guarantee that the money is to be 
The result is that every man will pay | forthcoming? You cannot exclude men 
according to the valuation of his house, | from any participation in the voting on 
according to whatever is his value in the| the plans, when it will not be known 
parish. ‘That is the present law. At one, until the very end whether the Kirk 
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Session is to pay this money or not. 
Look at the position the Church would be 
placed in. If you have one parish where 
the money is not contributed by a Kirk 
Session, there you have a distinct grievance 
which would be felt as a statutory 
grievance, because although it is optional 
for the Kirk Session in the Bill to sub- 
scribe the money, yet it is a fair indica- 
tion of the mind of Parliament that it is 
the duty of the Kirk Session to find the 


{COMMONS} 


money, and if one Session does not find the , 


money youcreate the grounds for an uproar 
in that parish. Is it not in the interests 
of the Church, if we are to acknowledge 
the principle of the Kirk Session con- 
tributing any share, that it should be fixed 
definitely, so that the money provided 
under the clause in every parish will be put 
on the same footing, and the possibility will 
not arise in future of one parish having a 
Kirk Session which pays, and another 
which does not pay, with the result that 
this grievance is ten times worse than 
under the existing state of the law? The 
amount is said to be £50, What reason 
is there for drawing the line at £50, and 
why should it not be £60 or £100? It 
is also provided that there shall be no 
assessment upon the buildings of any 
religious body. That system has gone 
on for many years, and there is a good 
deal of reason for maintaining it. If you 
have a church belonging to a dissenting 
hody it can be sold to-morrow. The 
burden is attached to that church of 
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worse confusion. The moment you 
deviate from the principle you are carried 
away to any extent, and I think it is a 
pity that the Church, if they intend to 
deal with this question, should not have 
dealt with it in the more modified degree 
mentioned by my hon. friend, and which 
is the object of this Amendment. The 
payment of this money should be made 
compulsory on the part of the Kirk 
Session. I[f you did that you would have 
a good reason for excluding people from 


participation in the voting. I do not 
see how it is possible without this 
new clause to go on_ excluding 


in this way. I think the Church, in its 


' own interest, has not been well advised in 


' worship. 


aving its share for the taxation of the | 
A, fo] 


parish, and there is nothing wrong in prin- 
ciple in a matter of that kind. But 
it is different when dealing with the 
case of the parish church _ itself, 
because that church is in the same 
position as the poor-house. You 
do not assess the poor-house for Poor Law 
purposes, because it is the institution 
which is being supported. You do not 
charge the paupers with poor rates 
because they are paupers, and a parish 
church is in quite a different position from 
the dissenting church, because it is the 


| 


raising this question in this perfunctory 
manner. The dissenting churches of 
Scotland not only provide their own 
churches and manses, but they provide 
about £1,500,000 a year for their reli- 
gious teachings. When yoit consider that 
the Church of Scotland, which claims to 
contain the wealthiest portion of the com- 
munity, only contributes £500,000 a year 
for all purposes, and when it is borne in 
mind that the Church of Scotland gets its 
ministers’ stipends paid for out of the 
teinds, surely it is not too much to say 
that they should also pay to provide com- 
fortable habitations in which to go to 
If the principle is just that 
these small heritors should pay, it ought 
to be made compulsory, and if it is not 
just they should be excluded. I beg to 
second my hon. friend’s proposition. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Toleave out the words ‘ now read the third 
time,’ and add the words ‘re-committed in 
respect of a New Clause’” — (Sir Charles 
Cameron)—instead thereof. 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘now read the third time’ stand part of 
the Question.” 


*Mr. J. A. CAMPBELL (Glasgow and 
Aberdeen Universities) : I think the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanarkshire has gone 


object and not the subject of taxation. very wide afield in seconding this motion. 
In the case of dissenting churches it is, He has conjured up a very formidable list 


private property, which may increase in} of dangers and difficulties that 
On the | happen if this Bill is passed. They are 


value and which may be sold. 


will 


question of principle I do not see any | mostly imaginary, and in so far as they are 


reason for this exemption. 


I admit it is} not imaginary I do not think it is beyond 


done for the purpose of endeavouring to , the wit of man to find some way of avoid- 


remove a grievance, but when you deviate | ing them. 


I may remark, however, that 


from a principle in removing a grievance | there was much in what the hon. Mem- 
you will find that you land yourself into | ber said about the question of assessments 


Mr. Caldwell. 


j 
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which I. would commend to the notice 
of my hon. friend whose motion he 
seconded. With regard to the motion 
of the hon. Member for Bridgeton, 
the hon. Member claims my support 
because he says the same clause was 
contained in a Bill in 1884, which I 
had the honour of introducing. I am 
not ashamed of that clause in its original 
position. I think it was a good clause 
in the Bill of 1884. But ‘ve are 
now no longer concerned with that 
Bill, for we have another Bill 
before us which contains a provision 
which makes the clause unnecessary. 
The object of the clause was to give 
security that the promoters of the work 
for which an assessment was to be im- 
posed would produce funds to replace the 
sums lost to the assessment by the 
exemptions or deductions due to the 
operation of the Bill. The Bill made 
certain exemptions or deductions from 
assessment in favour of certain heritors, 
called feuars. In order that no ad- 
ditional burden be thereby imposed on 
the other heritors the deficiency in the 
product of the assessment caused by 
these exemptions must be found otherwise, 
and the clause proposed that a bond of 
security should be given by persons of 
satisfactory standing that this money 
should be forthcoming. That is the 
clause which my hon. friend proposes to 
add to this Bill. It was necessary in the 
Bill of 1884, but the present Bill provides 
that the money must have been actually 
raised and paid by the Kirk Session to 
the collector of the assessment. In other 
words, instead of asking for security, it 
requires a cash payment. There is there- 
fore no longer any need for the clause. 
The question has been asked, why con- 
tinue the burden upon land of maintaining 
the church and manse buildings? The 
question should rather be, why should land 
be relieved of this burden? Estates in 
Scotland for generations past have been 
subject to it, have changed hands under it, 
and have come into the possession of the 
present owners with this burden upon 
them. Purchasers have paid so much the 
less for their estates because of this 
burden. I would ask our friends on the 
Opposition side do they propose to make 
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the landlords of Scotland a present of 
£42,000 a year? That is the sum which 
the burden was found to amount to, some 
years ago. The heritors of Scotland as a 
body do not complain of the burden, and 
never have done so. It is only a section 
of their number, the small feuars, who 
have complained. Their position is some- 
what peculiar. They hold that for many 
years it was not understood that they 
were liable to any share of this burden. 
For fifty years after the law was declared 
it never was put in force, because there 
was no valuation roll to enable the assessors 
to get at the value of the feuars’ properties, 
and when the Valuation Act was passed in 
1854 and it was made possible to reach 
the feuars, they not unnaturally felt that 
they had a certain grievance when an 
assessment of this kind was levied upon 
them. The Church now wishes to relieve 
the smallfeuars, but in such a way as not to 
impose any additional burden upon the 
other heritors. Such is the reason for this 
Bill. The Bill is applicable to the original 
parishes only—some 900 out of 1,350. 
As regards parishes with a large urban 
element, in which any assessment if 
imposed would be on the real rent, 
and in’ which the number of heritors, 
including feuars, would be very great, I 
believe the practice, when outlay on 
church building is required, will increas- 
ingly be to have no assessment whatever, 
but to raise the money wholly by volun- 
tary subscription—as has recently been 
done in the instances of St. Cuthbert’s, 
Edinburgh ; Barony, Glasgow; and Abbey, 
Paisley. But that is not inconsistent with 
retaining the obligation of heritors for such 
assessments. Even when the money is 
raised by subscription individual heritors 
are found as a rule to contribute wil- 
lingly, recognising their obligation as 
heritors although it is not enforced by 
an assessment. But cases will occur 
when recourse to assessment is neces- 
sary, and this Bill will make it possible to 
carry it out without such friction as has 
been caused in too many instances in the 


past. 
Question put. 


The House divided: — Ayes, 145 ; 
Noes, 55. (Division List No, 147.) 


AYES. 


Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
VOL. LXXXIV. [FourTH SERIES. } 


| Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) | Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balcarres, Lord 


| Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 


O 
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Bartley, George C. T. 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Bowles,T. Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt HnJ.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Birm 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H: Athole 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke,RtHonSir William Hart 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 

Gedge, oer 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 
Goschen, RtHnGJ(St.George’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 





Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dewar, Arthur 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

(Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley | 


Main Question again proposed. 
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Green, W. D. (Wednesbury). 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury) 
Hamilton, Rt.Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hoare, E. Brodie ‘meg esi 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain H. Merton 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn Sir John H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, J. Grant (Yorks.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Swans. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lopes, H. Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John*William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn.W.F. 
Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edwaid Robert Pacy 
More, Robt.Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn.A. G. (Bute) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbert P.(Darlington) 
Peel, Hon. W. R. Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 


AYES. 


| Griffith, Ellis J. 
| Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 


| Horniman, Frederick John 


Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea 
Labouchere, Henry 


| Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 


Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington 


| M‘Crae, George 


Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, W.Pritchard (Merthy 
Morton, Edw.J.C (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 


' Oldroyd, Mark 


Price, Robert John 

Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H:. Curzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sha) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward, 
Purvis, Robert 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Kt. Hn.SirMatthewW.. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Royds, Clement Molyneux * 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse), 
Sharpe,, William. Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbysh. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M, 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniy, 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Cha;les Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Sir Chas. G. E.(Notts.} 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,JosephPowell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, RtHnE. R. (Bath) 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wyndham, George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong. 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Smith,JamesParker(Lanar 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. tens! 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, David Alf. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene 
Webberburn, Sir William 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Charles Cameron and 
Mr. Caldwell. 


man of virile intelligence, on having to 
| take charge and pass through the House 


Mr. BIRRELL (Fifeshire, W.): I con- this measure, which even those who sit 


dole with the Lord Advocate, who is a. behind him regard as the smallest bantling, 
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ever introduced into this House even by { Scotland—good, bad, or indifferent— 
a Minister of the Crown. It is the are prepared to make good the 
smallest and most pedantic measure ever | deficiency out of their own pockets. 
seen, & microscopic measure of. the poorest | I see no reason why the land should be 
description. You might describe it in| relieved from a burden which it took in 
Shakespearean language as “the baby of | exchange for something very valuable. 
agirl.” The hon. Gentleman referred to the | It has got off uncommonly easily from its 
fact that from time immemorial there has | other obligations, with regard particularly 
heen this charge upon the land of Scotland, | to education. However that may be, 
and it is news to me to be told that any | from time immemorial the land in Scot- 
Scotchman who has acquired a portion of | land has borne this burden, and if the 
soil of his country should wish to be | question is to be dealt with at all it should 
relieved of the burden of the maintenance be dealt with on a bolder and more 
of the fabrics of the Established Church, honourable principle. 

except, indeed, upon fair terms—namely, : 

that the burden should be put upon the, *THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
shoulders of those who derive advantage |\GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I think 
from them. ‘That is a fair and reason-| the hon. Member for West Fife has 
able solution, but why the existing state scarcely appreciated the object of this 
of things should be altered as it is’ Bill, and his comments have been charac- 
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to bealtered by this Bill, simply because | 
anumber of feuars hold a small portion | 
of soil, I am at a loss to understand. | 
We are told there is a grievance, but it 

is not a grievance which has ever pressed | 
itself upon my attention, at any rate. 

When I was in Scotland I never heard | 
that the small feuars of the county of 

Fife had a burden more unbearable | 
than that of anyone else as to the pay- | 
ments of local charges. It is not a thing | 
to be disclaimed, and the small feuar | 
should not be allowed in this House to 

disclaim it. It was on account of the exis- : 
tence of this charge that he obtained his | 
land cheaper than he otherwise would. No | 
doubt there is some misapprehension on ! 
this question in Scotland; the small | 
feuar thought he was absolved from this | 
burden, but it is now a long time since | 
the obscure part of the law was made | 
clear. The small feuar and the large . 
landowner are both charged, but the way | 
in which this Bill deals with the charge | 
is highly characteristic of modern legisla- | 
tion. The small feuar is to be absolved 

from this burden on terms ; that is to say, 

if the Kirk Session, by means of a bazaar 

or charitable contributions, is able to | 
make good the deficiency, this Bill is to | 
come into operation ; but, unless the funds 


terised by the same fault which ran 
through the speech of the hon. Member 
for Mid Lanark, who dealt with the 
technical points of the measure. The 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark com- 
plained, as the hon. Member who has just 
sat down complained, that feuars should 
be exempted from a burden which now 
falls upon them, and which has always 
been on the land in Scotland. But the 
hon. Members seem to forget that this 
burden did not always press upon 
the feuars, because they are a newly 
created class. It is really out of the 
question to say, as the hon. Member for 
Mid Lanark says, that every feuar has a 
right to a seat in the parish church. That 
is a legal fiction. St. Cuthbert’s, Edin- 
burgh, is a good illustration. Why, ifthe 
hon. Gentleman’s argument were enforced 
the Waverley Market would not be nearly 
big enough. If the hon. Member for 
Mid Lanark had devoted his gifts to the 
ministry and had been minister of the 
church of St. Cuthbert’s the ears of the 
greedy parishioners would have been open 


‘In vain to the voice of my hon. friend. 


The hon. Member went on to say that he 
objected to the clause in the Bill which 
exempts the churches of other denomina- 
tions, and he asked why they should not 





we forthcoming, the obligation remains. I, pay. “Why do you not,” he asked, 
think it is the first time in the history of | “ charge poor rates on paupers?” “ Be- 
Parliament that a person has been relieved | cause,” he said, “‘ paupers are the objects 
ofa burden in such a manner. This Bill is | and not the subjects of the poor rates.” 
avery contemptible measure, and I think When he said that I could not but remem- 
itis only fair to draw attention to this ; ber a proverb with which, no doubt, he is 
fact, that the small feuar is to be relieved | familiar. ‘“ You can’t take the breeks off a 
ofa burden which has been borne from Highlandman,” because he does not happen 
time immemorial, if any persons in! to possessthem. That is why you do not 
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levy poor rates on paupers. This Bill is not 


meant to do any more than permissibly | 


allow the people to obviate a grievance 
which practically creates friction. The 
hon. Member for West Fife says it has 
never been brought to his notice that the 
feuars there object to bearing their 
burden. There is a simple reason for 
that. In the Division of West Fife, which 
he represents, the parishes are almost en- 
tirely and purely landward, and of course 
it is not in such places that opposition can 
emerge. It is in parishes which are not 
purely landward, parishes which are 
partly landward and partly burghal, and 
where there are large populous places, 
that the real difficulty arises. I hope the 
House will give this measure a Third 
Reading. I am content to allow the 
people of Scotland to decide as to whether 
the epithets of the Member for West Fife 
are deserved. We can well afford to wait 
for the measures he will introduce when 
he gets a well-deserved seat on this bench. 
But this Bill will as a matter of fact re- 
move what has been an unfortunate 
eause of friction in the past, and stimu- 
late the Church to greater activity in 
Scotland. 


*Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : I 
stand before the House as a valued 
heritor threatened with ecclesiastical 
assessment for the building of a new 
church. I want to remove this contro- 
versy from the air of abstraction hitherto 
attending it, and to present to the House 
the spectacle of my own grievance, if it is 
possible to get the House to listen. I am 
sure I shall succeed when I relate my 
tale. I live, in those times of the year 
when I am not compulsorily drawn to 
attend the sittings of this House, near a 
town where there is a parish church which 
for years has amply satisfied all my spiritual 
requirements. We have recently called a 
new minister. Little did we know what 
that would entail upon us. He says the 
sitting room is insufficient and that the 
fabric must be repaired. Under the law 
of Scotland as it stands at the present 
time he is in a position to call upon the 
heritors, and not only the valued heritors, 
to deal with the case. In that town 
there are a large number of people 
called feuars. The feuars of Auch- 
terarder are a robust body. Their 
ancestors were out in the 45, and 
shed their blood in those days, Later 
on they brought about the Disruption. 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


{COMMONS} 
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| As they attend the parish church much 
more frequently than it is possible forme to 
do, they are naturally the persons who, 
/under a reasonable construction of the 
law, should meet this assessment. But 
how will things stand if this Bill passes? 
| Why, the heritors will be the persons who 
will be primarily liable to the incidence 
of this tax, because if the Bill means any- 
_ thing it means that some relief is to be 
given to the feuars. The feuars of 
Auchterarder are nct people who are 
excessively attached to the doctrines 
and associations of the present Govern- 
_ment. They have, some of them, been 
very much opposed to the Established 
Church since the Disruption, and, as 
far as I can conceive the motive and 
purpose with which this Bill is intro- 
duced, it is merely to reconcile the feuars 
of Auchterarder and many similar places 
to a continuance of the principle of Esta- 
blishment. What is this Bill brought in for? 
To remedy any grievance ? No. It islikea 
number of other Bills brought before the 
House by the Government to redeem 
pledges given by private Members. For 
another example, there is the extension of 
the Compensation Act to farm servants. 
Without any. manifestation of a desire 
that they should bring in this ecclesi- 
astical assessments measure the Govern- 
ment at the last moment, when it is com- 
paratively far on in its life, brings it in, I 
presume, with the object of being able to 
say to the people of Scotland that they 
have done something substantial for 
the Establishment. I am advised by 
experts on the spot that if this Bill 
passes it will not have the slightest effect 
/on the minds of the people of Auchter- 
arder. There is not the smallest pro- 
bability that any contribution will be got 
out of the valued-rent heritors which they 
are not required to pay atthe present time. 
I am glad to see from the first clause of 
‘the Bill that it cannot come into opera- 
tion except with the consent of a two- 
thirds majority in value. The clause 
| states that— 


“Tt shall be lawful for any valued-rent heritor 
to request the clerk to the heritors to summon 
a meeting of valued-rent heritors in the 
manner prescribed by Section 22 of the 
Ecclesiastical Buildings and Glebes (Scotland) 
Act; and if at such meeting it is resolved by 
a majority of not less than two-thirds in value 
of valued-rent heritors, voting a or by 
proxy, that the amount shall be imposed ac- 
cording to valued rent, then such assessment 
shall imposed according to the valued 
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rent, anv law to the contrary notwith- 
standing.” 


That gives me some confidence that the 
Government does not really mean that 
this is a serious measure. Why should 
hon. Members opposite in this House who 
have no interest in Scotch ecclesiastical 
matters be tormented with a Bill which 
can effect no practical change in the 
position as it is at the present moment ? 


*Sir MARK STEWART  (Kirkeud- 
brightshire) : The hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for Haddington says that there is no 
possible grievance to be remedied. I 
utterly deny that proposition. In the 
year 1887 I had the honour to back a Bill 
brought in by my right hon. friend 
the Member for Edinburgh University, 
and I myself brought in a Bill in 
a subsequent year, very much of 
the same character as this one. <A 
question very commonly asked at the 
last General Election was “ Why cannot 
you do something in the direction of 


{18 JUNE 1900} 
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relieving the feuars of this burden?” It 
has been invariably the Liberal party whe 
has opposed this kind of legislation, while 
the Conservatives have always been quite 
willing to remedy the present state of 
things. The hon. and learned Member 
for West Fife says that this is a micro- 
scopic Bill to deal with a microscopic 
grievance. It may be a small Bill and a 
small grievance, but there is such a thing 
as a sentimental grievance which is more 
hardly felt than a real big one. I have . 
never been personally annoyed as a 
valued-rent heritor by the payment of 
the rate on valued rent, and I believe 
that most of the valued-rent heritors are 
willing and ready to pay their full quota 
of the rates. I heartily thank the 
Government for bringing in this Bill, and 
I hope it will be passed to-night. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 154 ; Noes, 
61. (Division List No. 148.) 





Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bowles, T.Gibson( Kings Lynn 
Brassey, 4.lbert 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell,Rt. HonJ A(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm. 
Chamberiain, J. A. (Worcester 
Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasy’w) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 


Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Elliot, Hon. A. Kalph Douglas | 


AYES. 


Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHnSicJ.(Mane’r) | 
Finlay, Sir Robert. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry 8S. (Suffslk) 
Fry, Lewis 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(Cy.ofLond.) 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen,Rt. Hn. G.J.(St.Geor. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) | 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeorge | 


| Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 


Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter | 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampst’d) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton | 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon SirJohnH. | 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. | 
Kimber, Henry 
Lafone, Alfre | 
| 
| 
| 


on. A. Akers- | Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart | 


Lawson, John Graut ( Yorks.) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 





Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swnsea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas, W.(Evesham 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.} 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 


| Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 


, Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 


Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


| Murray, kttHnAGraham( Bute} 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Hbt. Pike (Darlington) 


| Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 


Perey, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley,Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter 
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Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. | Thornton, Percy M. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) | Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) | Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh. | Tuke, Sir John Batt | 
Simeon, Sir Barrington | Vincent, ColSirCEH (Sheffield) | 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas | Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) , 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) | Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Stewart,SirMarkJ.M‘Taggart | Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) | 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | 
Strauss, Arthur Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) | 


{COMMONS} 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
’ Talbot, RtHnJd.G(Oxf'd Univ, | 


NOES. 


Asher, Alexander | Hazell, Walter 

Billson, Alfred | Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Broadhurst, Henry | Horniman, Frederick John 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn | Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland 
Burt, Thomas | M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
Buxton, Sydney Charles M‘Crae, George 

Caldwell, James Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Cameron,SirCharles (Glasgow) | Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 


| TELLERS FOR THE 
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{ Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N, 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wyndham, George 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Commander( Berks, E.) 


AYES— 
Sir William Walrond anc 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson. Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner,Thomas Courtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 





Channing, Francis Allston 
Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Dewar, Arthur 


| Oldroyd, Mark 


Duckworth, James 
Dunn, Sir William 
Fenwick, Charles 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


LAND CHARGES BILL [Lords]. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill, as amended (by the 
Standing Committee), be now considered.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said that this was a Bill of a most 
complicated character, relating entirely 
to England. It was to be regretted that 
the Government had not, when _intro- 
ducing a measure of this kind, availed 
themselves of the opportunity of practi- 
cally consolidating the whole law on the 
subject. That could have been done in a 
very simple manner. As the Bill stood 
at the present moment it was impossible 
to consider the effect of it without going 
consecutively through the whole of the 
statutes from the Judgments Act of 
1838, which were more or less repealed by 
the Schedule. So far as the operative effect 
of a judgment as a charge upon land 
was concerned, that was contained in Sec- 
tion 13 of the Act of 1838, but that 
section had no relation to the law as it at 


| Moulton, John Fletcher 


| Price, Robert John 

| Reckitt, Harold James 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 

| Rickett, J. Compton 

| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
| Robson, William Snowdon 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Gurdon, Sir William Brampton | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 
Wilson, Frederick W.(Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Yoxall, James Henry 





TELLERS FOR THE NOoES— 
Runciman, Walter Mr. Haldane and Mr. 
Birrell. 


present stood. All that was necessary 
to simplify the law was to recast practi- 
cally the sections of the Act of 1838 
| which were still operative, and adapt them 
to the existing state of the law. If that 
| had been done and another clause added 
| dealing with lites pendens, they would have 
| had the whole of the law er judg- 
| ments as charges on land in one Bill. As 
it was the matter was left in so compli- 
cated a state that it would be very difficult 
indeed for any ordinary practitioner to 
know what the law really was. Then, 
the law was not to come into operation for 
a year, which would prevent consolidation 
for some time. He hoped that some 
attempt would be made, at no distant 
date, to consolidate the law and put it 
into a simpler form. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. CALDWELL, in moving the 
Amendment standing in his name, said it 
was stated that the business of, the 
Registrar of Judgments was to be trans- 
ferred to the Land Registry, and power 
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was given to the Lord Chaneellor, by 
order, to arrange for the abolition of 
the office of Registrar of Judgments. 
It did seem strange to provide for 
the transfer of an _ office and 
then for its abolition. It seemed 
to him that there was no very 


lites pendens. Again, the Bill was not to 


affect the Register of Scotch and Irish : 


judgments. e merely formally moved 


his Amendment te enable the Attorney | 
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| give us some information on the subject 
| of consolidation. 

| 

| rr ROBERT FINLAY: I am sure 
| the House will realise that there are many 
| difficulties connected with the question 


clear | of consolidation, but I hope in a subse- 
reason for abolishing the office, for it | : ? 


would have to remain for certain pur- 
poses connected with the registration of 


| quent session to have the assistance of 
|the hon. Gentleman in endeavouring to 
| pass a measure of that kind. 

1 


| Bill read the third time, and passed, 
| with Amendments. 


General to give an expression of opinion | 


on the subject. 


Amendment proposed— 


BURIAL GROUNDS BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 
| mittee), considered. 


“In page 1, line 12, to leave out from the | 


word ‘transfer,’ to the end of Sub-section 1, | 


of Clause a.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RoBeRT FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) de- 
sired to acknowledge the spirit which the 
hon. Member had shown on this subject, 
in which he had taken a great interest, 
and in connection with which he had had 
the opportunity of conferring with him. 
He hoped the hon. Member would not 
press his Amendment. The office itself 
was not to be transferred to the Land 
Registry, but the business of the office. 
The registration of lites pendens would 
also go to the Land Registry, subject to 
the rules in the Statute Book. The 
abolition of the office of the Registrar of 
Judgments would in no way affect the 
registration of Scotch or Irish judgments. 


As to the abolition of the office, if the | 


Lord Chancellor found that it was neces- 
sary that the office should still continue 
to exist, the power of abolition placed in 
his hands would not be exercised without 
careful consideration. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I hope the 
House will now assent to the Third 
Reading of the Bill. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I do not object 
to the Third Reading being now taken, 
but I hope the Attorney General will 


'aspect of this Bill. 


| 
| 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Not- 
tinghamshire, Mansfield): The Amend- 
ment which I now move was moved in 
‘the Standing Committee on Law, and 
was opposed by the Home  Secre- 
tary, not because it was objectionable 
‘in itself, but because it was un- 
inecessary. The right hon. Gentleman 
'must, however, have been unaware, or 
| forgetful, of certain facts which would have 
| modified his views, and I therefore wish 
, to submit those facts to the House. I have 
| also a further object in view in moving 
| this Amendment, and that is to elicit from 
| the right hon. Gentleman in this House 
{an important statement he made in the 


| Standing Committee in regard to one 


This Amendment 
relates to the allotment of ground to re- 
ligious denominations in public cemeteries, 
and it is necessary to inform the House 


'how this system has originated and 
‘how it has been worked. One of the 


Burial Acts provides that every burial 
ground shall be divided into consecrated 
and unconsecrated parts, and that the un- 
consecrated part shall be allotted in such a 
| manner and in such portions as may be 
| sanctioned by the Secretary of State for 
| the Home Department. When a witness 
| from the Home Office appeared before the 
Standing Committee he was questioned 
upon this subject, and what was his 

mission? That the section to which I 
have just referred does not in any way 
| explain what allotments are referred to, 
and that it was only “a sort of guess one 
had to make” that it was intended to be 
allotments to different sects. Yet on the 
strength of a mere guess the Home Office 
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has created a system of denominational 
allotment, and has determined the mode in 
which that system must be administered. 
Up to 1897 allotments had _ been 
mide in eighty-nine cemeteries and in 
all but nine to Roman Catholics, 
in other cases to “Roman Catholics or 
strangers,” and in only one case to Jews. 
While it is admitted on the part of the 
Home Office that there is no decision on 
the point, it is the Home Office view that 
those to whom the allotments have been 
made have exclusive and absolute control 
over them. There has been a great deal 
of difficulty in certain cases. In the case 
of King’s Lynn, a cemetery was provided 
by the town council many years ago 
and a small portion was allotted to the 
use of Roman Catholics, but nothing was 
said about its exelusive use by members 
of that body. For several years no diffi- 
culty arose, but in 1892 it was 

desired to bury in a family grave in 
the Roman Catholic portion one who 
had been a Roman Catholic, but who 
had become a Protestant. It was desired 
that the deceased should be buried by the 
Baptist minister, and the desire was ful- 
filled. The Roman Catholic authorities 
complained of the invasion of their rights, 

and very unseemly scenes followed. The 

town council felt that they had no 

power to prevent the Baptist minister | 
officiating on the occasion. The Home 

Office was appealed to, and they replied 


that when once an allotment was 
made on behalf of any body that 
portion must be reserved for the 


exclusive use of that body, and that 
it was the duty of the burial autho-| 
rity to resist any invasion of that right. 
Thereupon the Town Council very 
respectfully expressed dissent from the 
Home Office view, and asked whether the 
police were justified in interfering in order 
to prevent the alleged invasion of rights. 
At that point the Home Office faltered, 
and replied that they could not under- 
take to give advice, but would leave the 
local authority to act in accordance with 
their own discretion. Another case sub- 
sequently arose in the same cemetery. It 
was a case of a convert from Roman | 
Catholicism to Protestantism, and the 
wish of the deceased was to be buried 
with her children in the family grave. | 
Another case is new pending at Barn- | 
staple. A burial service was performed | 
in the ground allotted to Roman Catpolics | 
by a Church of England clergyman ; 


Mr. Carvell Williams. : 


{COMMONS} 


under certain provisions. 
| ment system is practically an invasion of 
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whereupon Father Byrne protested to the 
burial board, and the board refused to 
recognise the right, or rather the exclusive 
right, of Roman Catholics in the ground. 
The Roman Catholics appealed to the Home 
Secretary, and a reply has been received 
that in the opinion of the Home Office no. 
other service can be held on the ground 
allotted to Roman Catholics, and the 
burial board has been called upon to. 
comply with the requirements of the law. 
The argument of the burial board is that 
this is not a requirement of the law, but. 
simply of the Home Office. There are 
several objections in my opinion to the 
entire system of allotments to religious. 
bodies in cemeteries. It seems to me 
most unreasonable that when all the in- 
habitants of the parish defrayed the 
cost—sometimes the very heavy cost 
—of a public cemetery, one religious 
denomination should claim to have a sole 
and exclusive right to use a portion of 
the ground. Those who wish for separa- 
tion in burial should, I think, be obliged 
to make separate provision for them- 
selves. I see no reason whatever why 
members of the Roman Catholic Church 
should possess a privilege, or right, which 
has been distinctly taken away from the 
members of the Church of England. If 
that were unreasonable at the outset of 
this system, since the passing of the Burial 
Act of 1880 it appears to be absolutely 
preposterous. That Act affirmed the 


| principle that there should be no distine- 


tion between consecrated and unconse- 
crated ground in either churchyards or 
cemeteries, but that orderly and Christian 
services might be performed anywhere, 
But this allot- 


the Act of 1880, because it continues, for 
the benefit of particular classes of the 
community, the restrictive rights which. 
were abolished by the legislature. I wish 
to emphasise the fact that this has been 
done, not by statutory authority, but has 
been solely the action of the Home Office. 
No doubt the Home Office thought they 
were justified in adopting that course in 
past times, but now that the Act of 1880 
has afiected such a great change in our 
burial system I submit that this system 


of allotment is quite out of harmony with 


modern legislation, and that it requires. 
to be regularised, if not abolished. The 
answer of the Home Office to my 
contention is that this Amendment. 
is not necessary, and that all that it 
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seeks is provided for by the existing law. | law is altered. 


My reply is that the action of the Home | 
Office is not compatible with the provisions | 
of this Amendment, which affirms a | 
principle that in my opinion the Home 
Office has distinctly violated. The prac- 
tical importance of this question has been 
very much increased by what transpired 
in the Standing Committee. Some of | 
the facts which I have described were | 
brought out in evidence, and the question 
arose as to whether members of the} 
Church of England could not also have | 
the benefit of this allotment system, and 
on the Home Office witness being asked | 
the question he replied, ‘In accordance 
with the strict words of the Act I do not 
see why not, because the Act is so ex- 
tremely vague.” Then he was asked 
whether, if allotments were granted to 
the Church of England it would not be | 
an entire departure from the Act of 1880, 

and he replied that that was the Home 

Office view, if an allotment could be 

given to the Church at all. If the Home 

Ottice view were translated into action on 
the part of many members of the Church 

of England, it would be a practical abroga- 
tion of the Act of 1880, which required 
years of agitation and bitter feeling to 
place on the Statute Book. I hope the 
House will feel that the present state of 
the law is most unsatisfactory, and that, if 
the right hon. Gentleman the Home 

Secretary does not see his way to abolish 
this system of allotment, he will streng- 
then the hands of the local authorities, 

in order that they may be able 

to resist the unjust and, as I 

think, the unfounded claim of religious 

denominations to whom portions of the 
cemeteries may lave been allotted. The 

right hon. Gentleman in dealing with | 
this question in the Standing Committee 
gave the assurance that there was no in- 
tention on the part of the Home Office to 
strain the allotment system, so that por- | 
tions of cemeteries might be allotted to 

the exclusive use of the Church of Eng- 

land. That is a very satisfactory ex- 

planation so far as it goes. I call the 

attention of the House to the fact that | 
the Home Secretary has not stated a | 
single objection to the Amendment. | 
His sole contention is that it is uncalled | 
for, as the existing law is adequate. I 

submit that the facts I have stated show | 
that the existing law requires amend- | 
ment. The purpose to be served by this | 
Amendment cannot be obtained until the | 


| THE 


‘be objectionable. 
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I am:sure that the right 
hon. Gentleman and the Government 
are anxious that this should be an effi- 
cacious measure and that they would 
regret if, in consequence of any defects or 
mistakes, the Bill renewed the strife 


| which prevailed for so many years. If 
‘the Amendment be unnecessary, it will 


be on the showing of the Home Secretary 
himself harmless. I hope, therefore, the 


‘right hon. Gentleman will see his way 


to remove all apprehension on the point, 
by consenting to the insertion of these 
words. I beg to move, Sir. 


Amendment proposed-— 


“In page 5, line 11, after the word ‘ board,’ 
to insert the words, ‘ Provided that where 
any portion of a burial ground is allotted 
under any Act for the use of any particular 
religious denomination, the freehold of the 
same shall remain vested in the burial 
authority, which shall have the same control 


‘over burials therein as in other parts of the 


burial ground, and the provisions of The 
Burial Laws Amendment Act, 1880, as 
amended by this Act, shall apply thereto.”— 
(Mr. Carvell Williams.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there added.” 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
White Ruip.ey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I think that the hon. Gentleman is unneces- 
sarily alarmed both as to what has been 
the practice of the Home Office which he 
has so consistently attacked and as to 
what is the present law. As I said in the 


|Standing Committee, this Amendment 


may mean something more than appears 
on the face of it, in which case it would 
But according to the 
present interpretation of the law it is un- 
necessary, because the freehold remains 
with the burial authorities, and nothing 
that this Bill does in any way disturbs 
the right of the burial authority over 
ground over which their jurisdietion 
extends, whether it has been allotted or 
not. The hon. Gentleman seems to think 
that the Home Office not only at the 
present time, but for years, has been 
straining the law. I can only say that 
everything which has been done by the 
Home Office has been consistently done, 
and in the opinion of the Law Officers has 
been in strict conformity with the statute. 
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When the hon. Gentleman asks for an 
assurance that there is no intention to 
allot to members of the Church of 
England, which he specially named, I can 
only say that if any application came 
from members of the Church of England 
for the allotment of unconsecrated ground 
—hbecause by law the ground must be 
unconsecrated to be allotted—it would be 
for the Home Office to say whether under 
the jaw they must comply with the 
request or not. But hitherto, as the hon. 
Gentleman knows, members of the Church 
of England have desired to conduct their 
burials in consecrated ground and 
have never applied for allotments ; nor, I 
am disposed to think, are they likely to 
apply. The Act of 1880 and its effect 
on the allotment system appear to be 
altogether misunderstood by the hon. 
Gentleman; The Act of 1880 was 
intended to get over certain ecclesiastical 
difficulties in consecrated ground, and 
also with reference to certain cases 
of church services in wunconsecrated 
ground, and it is in no way affected by 
this Bill or by the operation of the allot- 
ment system. The general objection to 
the Amendment of the hon. Gentleman 


is this—I maintain in the first place. 


that it does not alter the law. It 
may or may not alter the law, but on 
the face of it—at all events the first 
part of it—it does not. In the second 
place, if it does it is in distinct con- 
tradiction to the recommendations of 
the Committee. That Committee was 
a very valuable one, and did more to 
settle this very difficult and controversial 
question about burials than any action 
which has been taken in the House of 
Commons for many years, and I should 
be sorry if a point such as this were now 
reopened. The question of the allotment 
system was considered by the Committee, 
and one of their recommendations was 
that the system of allotment under the 
Burials Act should be continued. They 
obviously did not desire to enlarge upon 
the question of allotment at all, and I do 
think that, while I am as anxious as the 
hon. Gentleman that this Bill should put 
an end to some of the more difficult and 
controversial questions, it would be much 
better—I say it with confidence—to carry 
out in their entirety the recommendations 
of the Committee and to leave the allot- 
ment system where it is. I hope, 
therefore, the hon. Gentleman will not 
press the Amendment. 


Sir M. White Ridley. 
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*Sir F. S. POWELL (Wigan): First 
of all I must express my great regret that 
the hon. Gentleman who often claims the 
dignified position of peacemaker should 
on this occasion endeavour to foment 
strife. The proceedings of the Select 
Committee were conducted from first to 
last in a spirit of friendship and com- 
promise, and I cannot see in the records 
of that Committee any motion made by 
the hon. Gentleman in the sense of his 
motion this evening. He seems to have 
been influenced at that time by the spirit 
of peace and goodwill which prevailed on 
the Committee, and I regret that a 
different spirit actuates him to-night. I 
should not have ventured to take part in 
this debate if it were not for the circum- 
stance that my Roman Catholic fellow- 
countrymen in Lancashire are greatly 
affected by these proposals. In Liverpool 
there is an allotment for Roman Catholics, 
and the evidence given before the Com- 
mittee was as follows — 


‘* A portion of land was set apart for the use 
of Roman Catholics, so that the members 
of that body might be interred together, and 
it is the intention of the local authority to give 
this exclusively to Roman Catholics.” 


That privilege has been long enjoyed by 
Roman Catholics. I believe it is greatly 
valued by them, and why should it he 
taken away’? In Wigan, the borough I 
have the honour to represent, the Roman 
Catholics have had an allotment for forty- 
five years, and that allotment they have 
enjoyed in peace and contentment with- 
out any disturbance or friction or diffi- 
culty. Why does the hon. Gentleman 
representing the Nonconformists endea- 
vour to interfere with the harmony which 
has so long prevailed? Not only in 
Wigan, but in the adjoining townships, 
the same system exists with the same 
satisfactory results and the same absence 
of strife. Am I not justified, therefore, in 
complaining of the language of the hon. 
Gentleman? He talks of concord and 
peace, but his language is not the 
language of peace, and his words are not 
the words of concord. I will oppose the 
Amendment on the ground that it pro- 
motes neither peace, concord, nor Christian 
love. 


*Mr. CARVELI WILLIAMS: I may 
say I raised the point in Committee, and 
divided the Committee on it. 
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Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
am surprised at the extraordinary and 
misleading speech of the hon. Baronet the 
Member for Wigan. He has been attack- 
ing an entirely imaginary proposition. 
My hon. friend the Member for the 
Mansfield Division of Notts in his 


Amendment makes no attempt to remove | 
these allotments, and he uttered no word | 
whatever to justify the angry denuncia- | 


tions which I have never heard the hon. 
Baronet use before in such unmeasured 
terms. I am entirely at a loss to under- 
stand what should have excited him to 
such an extent. What my hon. friend 
proposes is that in case of an allotment 


of this kind the freehold should still | 
burial | 


remain the property of the 
authority, who should still continue to 


have some hold over the burial ceremony. | 


If I understood the right hon. Gentleman 
the Home Secretary aright, this Amend- 
ment would practically not alter the 
law. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : 


not. 


I believe 


Mr. BROADHURST : If that is so I 
would advise the House to accept the 
Amendment. The Home Secretary tells 
us in good faith that he believes it will 
not alter the law. He is stating what he 
believes to the best of his knowledge and 
authority to be true. If that be so the 
proposition of my hon. friend practically 
coincides with the existing law, and the 
denunciation to which we have just 
listened should have been addressed to 


the Home Secretary and not to my hon. | 


friend. I hope the hon. Baronet will ask 


the permission of the House to offer some | 


apology for the attack he has just made 
on my hon. friend. So far as I am con- 
cerned I do not wish to interfere with 


the sentiment of any religious denomina- | 


tion, either with regard to the burial 
ceremony or the location of the inter- 
ment. At the same time I do think 


that every progressive Christian man 


must recognise the elementary principle of 
Christianity which deprecates as far as it 
¢an, without causing unnecessary pain, 
separation after death. It is a lament- 
able state of things, to my mind, that any 


one religious section of the community | 


should desire to have a separate allotment 
for the purposes of interment. 


{18 JuNE 1900} 


I do not | 
see what reasonable justification there is | 
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1 for it. But at the same time my hon. 
| friend does not propose to interfere with 
| it, although he regrets the existence of the 
‘sentiment. I thank the Home Secretary 
| for the very nice manner in which he has 
'met my hon. friend. He has made a very 
important statement, no doubt with full 
knowledge. I believe he is perfectly 
correct in stating that the main principle 
of this Amendment now exists in law, 
,and I will therefore join with the Home 
Secretary in appealing to my hon. friend 
, not to press his Amendment to division. 
| *Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) : Listening 
‘to the impassioned language of the hon. 
Baronet the Member for Wigan, I feel 
profoundly glad he was not on the Com- 
mittee which had under consideration this 
important Bill-—as I doubt if we should 
'have arrived at this compromise. The 
object of the Amendment has been 
misunderstood by the hon. Baronet. The 
| Member for Mansfield rose in Committee 
when this question of allotments came.up 
and movec certain modifications, in order 
to leave himself free to discuss the matter 
on the Third Reading. It is not open, 
therefore, for the hon. Member for Wigan 
{ to attack my hon. friend as he has done. 
His object was to obtain the re-assertion 
of the principle contained in the Amend- 
ment—namely—. 


“that where any portion of a burial ground is 
allotted under any Act for the use of any par- 
ticular religious denomination, the freehold of 
the same shall remain vested in the burial 
authority.” 


The Home Secretary has re-asserted that 

| principle, and it was simply because my 
hon. friend thought it was not asserted 
sufficiently plainly that he put the 
Amendment on the Paper. He would 
have preferred if the Home Secretary 
had stated in the House as plainly as he 
stated in the Grand Committee his views 
in regard to allotments and the Church 
of England. He asserted that the Home 
Office did not wish to encourage the use 
of the allotments by the Church of Eng- 
land, nor to give its sanction to it. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: What I 
said was that it was the duty of the 
‘Home Office, when an application was - 
made for an allotment, to see that the 

law was carried out. 


*Mr. GODDARD: I think he went so 
far in the Standing Committee as to say 





399 Burial Grounds {COMMONS} Bill. 400 


that the Home Office would not encourage 
the granting of allotments to the Estab- | of the clauses provides that the existing 
lished Church. That is really the object | fees shall continue to be levied for a cer. 
of the Amendment, and the principle | tain period from the passing of this 
having been re-asserted, I quite agree | measure, whereas the final clause provides 
with the hon. Member for Leicester that | that the Act shall come into operation on 
this Amendment should not be pressed to | 1st January next. I cannot imagine that 
a division. any inconvenience will arise if the Act 
| comes into operation as soon as it receives 
Sirk R. C. JEBB (Cambridge Uni-| the Royal assent. Otherwise, for several 
versity): As I had the honour to be| months to come the burial authorities 
chairman of the Select Committee, I wish | will be much embarrassed, in acting under 
to bear my testimony to the fair spirit a law which has only a few months to live. 
shown by the hon. Member for Mansfield. | It would be better to adopt the date of 
I venture to think, after what has fallen | the Act as the date when it will come 
from my right hon. friend the Home | into operation. 
Secretary, that the hon. Member for | 
Mansfield might be content with having | 
moved this Amendment. 


into harmony with another portion. One 





Another Amendment proposed— 


| 
| 

| “In page 5, line 25, to leave out the words 
| ‘first day of January, one thousand nine 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- | hundred and one,’ and ‘insert the words ‘day 
ton): I also appeal to my hon. friend not | of the passing thereof, instead thereof.”— 
to press this Amendment to a division. | (4. Carvell Williams.) 

If he presses it I am afraid many ‘ 

of us on this side will vote} Question proposed, “That the words 
against it. Ifa cemetery is constructed | proposed to be left out stand part of the 
under the Act of 1853 consecration must | Bill.” 

follow as a matter of course, but in that 

case it has always been the practice of the| *Srr M. WHITE RIDLEY: In point 
burial authority to allot a portion of the | of form, I think if the object of this 


i 4 Ye i ¢ | - 
burial ground to Roman Catholics, and to | Amendment is to be effected that the best 


give them certain privileges, but it has | 

never been understood that the freehold | W@Y Would be to leave out the sub-clause 
of that portion should be given with the altogether. Then the Act would come 
allotment. Ido not agree with the re- into operation on receiving the Royal 
mark that this Bill settles the controversy, assent. But great inconvenience would 


. ‘ . lp . . ‘vag | ‘ A . ° 
because under Clause 2 this Bill gives | he caused if this Act came into operation 


power to the Home Office to go behind 
the local authority, although the local 
authority has to provide the cost of mak- 
ing the cemetery. In every case now 
under this Bill consecration must follow. 


[AN Hon. Memper: No.] Oh, yes | 


it will. It is my reading of Clause 2 
that consecration is bound to follow. I 
ask my hon. friend to withdraw the 


Amendment so that it may not be mis- | 


construed. 


then. There is a great deal of work to be 

done by the Central Departments con- 

cerned, as well as by local authorities, 
| immediately after the passing of the Act 
and before it comes into operation. I do 
not know that there is any example of 
a Bill which requires so many administra- 
| tive preparations as this one being brought 
into effect before there is time to consider 
them. I hope the hon. Gentleman, after 





consideration, will not press the Amend- 


Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: After | ™°"% 


the assurance of the right hon. Gentle- | £e. . ioe 
man I ask leave to withdraw the Amend-| *MR. CARVELL WILLIAMS: I do 


ment /not attach importance to this Amend- 
; |ment. I made it suggestively, and I have 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. _no wish to press it. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: The | Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
object of the Amendment I now beg to | 
move is to bring one portion of the Bill | 


Mr. Goddard. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 
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LAND REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS) 
(RE-COMMITTED) BILL. 


Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment; read the third 
time, and passed. 


COUNTY COURTS (INVESTMENT OF 
DEPOSITS) BILL [Lords]. 
[SECOND READING. ] 

Order for Second Reading read. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir from other sources. 


RoBERT FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) : | 
The object of the Bill is that money which 
is obtained in certain cases may be in- 
vested in the Post Office Savings Banks. 
That is the procedure under the Act of , 
1897. If the money is not invested in 
some such way itis very apt to be squan- | 
dered by those who get the control of the | 
money. Under these circumstances this | 
| 


is a Bill deserving of attention, and [ | 


hope the House will be content to take | 


the Second Reading. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Thursday. 


INEBRIATES AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL [Lords]. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, 
Mid): This is a Bill to amend the 
Inebriates Act which was passed 
in 1898. I think it is always 
objectionable when we have a Bill intro- 
duced in one session that it should be 
necessary to proceed almost in the next 
session to amend it. It shows the neces- 
sity when a Bill is before the House of 
having it properly considered, so that it 
should not be necessary always to bring in 
these amending Bills. Indeed, a great 
many of the Government measures consist 
of Bills to amend the legislation of the 
two previous years. Under the Inebriates 
Act the funds for providing homes for 
inebriates are to be levied in the same way 
as the funds for reformatory schools are 
levied. These funds are provided under 
arate called the prisons rate, so that in 
order to know what is levied under the 
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(Scotland) Bill. 


| Inebriates Act you have to get the Refor- 
| matory Schools Act, and when you have 
| found that you have to ascertain how the 
| prisons rate is levied. That rate, I think, 
| in almost all cases is levied on the owners. 
| This Bill proposes to change the rate 
to the public health rate, which 
in Scotland is levied half on owners and 
‘half on occupiers. I object altogether to 
| the public rates being used for the 
| purpose of providing homes for inebriates. 
We have precedents for providing money 
As the House is 
aware, we take certain sums of money 


402 


'from the duties on spirits and licensing 


for the purpose of aiding local rates. | 
would suggest that in making provision 
for the homes for inebriates we ought to 
provide the funds out of the whisky duty 
or some other tax of that kind. It seems 
to me to be a fair principle that if the 
sale of whisky and other spirituous liquors, 
which, of course, is recognised in this 
country, produces an evil requiring a 
remedy in the shape of suitable inebriate 
homes, then that provision should be 
made a special burden on that article of 
excise which causes drunkenness and the 
necessity for these homes. That is why 
I have put down an Amendment for the 
rejection of the Bill. I have done so 





| principally to raise the question as regards 


| thechange proposed—the levying of the tax 


/in connection with public health. As 
| compared with the existing law, certainly 
| the Bill is an improvement. There is no 
| question about that. I do not know why 
| the ratepayers should be compelled to 
“os 
pay for the provision of such homes when 
_many of them do not consume spirits at 
all. If the burden of providing inebriate 
| homes is placed on the taxation of spirits, 
| you will have a wealthy fund to draw 
upon, and I am sure there would be no 
| objection whatever in the country. The 
other point to which I wish to refer is 
_ that a new offence has been created so as 
| to bring the inebriates within the Act. I 
_have always a strong objection to the 
| creation of a new offence with the view of 
, bringing it under any particular Act. 
|The common law of Scotland and the 
| licensing laws are strong enough for all 
' practical purposes. Until the Inebriates 
Act was brought into operation I never 
. heard any complaint as to the law. I do 
| not know any special reason why this new 
| offence should be created. We will hear 
‘an explanation from the Lord Advocate, 
but I hold that the support of an inebriates’ 
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home should be a burden on drink itself. 
I beg to move that the Second Reading 
be postponed for three months. 


Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.) seconded 
the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The hon. 
Member may rest assured that there is 
no intention here to create any new 
crime. The scheme of the Inebriates 
Act was to deal with offences of which 
drunkenness was the essence of the 
offence. As it happened, there were a 
great many offences under English law 
of which drunkenness was the essence of 
the offence, and consequently these 
offences were put in the schedule of the 
Bill. Persons who suffered conviction 
for these offences were liable to be put in 
an inebriates’ home. But the law of Scot- 
land was different. It was mostly com- 
mon law and not statute law, as in 


England. There was this anomaly, that | 


except in certain cities under Police Acts | 
there were few places where drunkenness | 
was the essence of the crime. 
Act were allowed to remain unamended ! 
it would be practically a dead letter in | 
Scotland. The object of the Bill is to 
create a new offence in one sense, but it 
is an old offence in another sense. As 
regards the other matter, the rating | 
clause, the hon. Member for Mid Lanark | 
candidly confesses that he thinks it an | 
improvement, but his objection is that | 
this ought not to be a charge on the local | 
rates at all, but on the Imperial funds. , 
Whether the hon. Member is right or not ' 
I am not at the present moment going to | 
discuss. It is perfectly evident that you 
could not expect that inebriates’ homes 
should be made a charge on the Imperial 
funds in Scotland, while not so in Eng- 
land. The scheme of the Act of 1898 
was that only criminal inebriates were to 
be dealt with in State inebriate reforma- 
tories; but if you come to the minor 
offences of drunk and disorderly when 
they are repeated more than a 
certain number of times within a certain ' 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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‘ period, then they are to be dealt with in 
‘Inebriate homes provided by the local 
jauthority. That is the law in England, 
,and you would scarcely expect that in 
Scotland they should be supported from 
‘the Imperial funds. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton): I am afraid I cannot on this occa- 
sion follow my hon. friend into the 
_ lobby on the ground he has suggested. [ 
quite agree with the Lord Advocate when 
he states that that would be an injustice 
to England. In a large number of places 
in England it has been decided not to 
| put the Act in operation, but where they 
_do put it in operation it must be a charge 
| on the county funds and not a charge on 
| the Imperial Exchequer. I regard that 
| a8 a very proper manner in which to raise 
| funds for the cost of inebriate homes, for 
this reason: if you bring home to the 


_ people the enormity of excessive drinking 


you will have better administration under 


'the Licensing Act, and they will put the 


law in operation to a greater extent to 


| prevent drunkenness than has been done 
In the past. 
| that the hon. Member for Mid Lanark, 
| who takes such a keen interest in most of 


I must say I am surprised 


these questions, should suggest on this 
occasion that the charge should be an 
Imperial one. 


It being Midnight, the debate stood 


If the | adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 


SUPPLY [15TH JUNE]. 
Resolutions reported :— 
CiviL SERVICE EsTIMATEs, 1900-1901. 
Crass IV. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,585,099, be granted to Her Majesty, 


to complete the sum necessary to defray 


the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 


31st day of March, 1901, for the Salaries 


and Expenses of the Board of Education, 


‘and of the various Establishments con- 


nected therewith, including sundry Grants- 
in-Aid.” 
2. “That a 


sum, not exceeding 


' £86,280, be granted to Her Majesty, to 


complete the sum necessary to defray the 


Service Estimates. 404 





405 


chal 
mer 
day 
othe 
and 


inelt 


3 
be g 
the 
whi 
dur 
of \ 
pens 
the 
ban! 
pure 


4. 
be 2 
the 
whi 
duri 
of 
Exp 
inch 
of P 





5, 
he g 
the | 
whic 
duri 
of | 
Exp 
(Her 


6. 
be g 
the : 
whic 
duri 
of } 
Aid 
othe 














405 Post Office 


charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 

other Expenses of the British Museum, | 
and of the Natural History Museum, | 
including certain Grants in Aid.” | 





3. “That a sum, not exceeding £8,374, | 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Ex- 
penses of the National Gallery, and of 
the National Gallery of British Art, Mill- 
bank, including a Grant in Aid for the 
purchase of Pictures.” 


4, “That a sum, not exceeding £2,520, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 


{18 JuNE 1900} 





which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day | 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and | 
Expenses of the National Portrait Gallery, 
including a Grant in Aid for the purchase 
of Portraits.” 


Sites | Expenses}, 406. 


1901, for the Salaries and Expenses of 
the University of London.” 


Crass V. 


9. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£255,384, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the Expenses of 
Her Majesty’s Embassies and Missions 
Abroad, and of the Consular Establish- 
ments Abroad and other Expenditure 
chargeable on the Consular Vote.” 


10. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£167,186, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on 
the 31st day of March, 1901, for Grants: 
in Aid of the Expenses of the British 
Protectorates in Uganda and in Central 
and East Africa, under the Uganda Rail- 


way Act, 1896.” 


11. “That a sum, not exceeding 


| 
5, “That a sum, not exceeding £4,967, | £256,955, be granted to Her Majesty, to 





he granted to Her Majesty, to complete | complete the sum necessary to defray the. 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge | Charge which will come in course of pay- 
which will come in course of payment | ment during the year ending on the 31st 
during the year ending on the 3lst day day of March, 1901, for sundry Colonial 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Services, including certain Grants in. 





Expenses of the Wallace Collection | 
(Hertford House).” 


6. “That a sum, not exceeding £35,724, | 


be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day 
of March, 1901, for sundry Grants in 
Aid of Scientific Investigation, ete., and 
other Grants.” 


7. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£67,500, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for Grants in Aid of 
the Expenses of certain Universities and 
Colleges in Great Britain, and of the 
Expenses under the Welsh Intermediate 
Education Act, 1889.” 


8. “That a sum, not exceeding £5, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during the 





year ending on the 31st day of March, 





Aid.” 


12. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,000, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1901, fora Grant in Aid of the 
Revenue of the Island of Cyprus.” 


13. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£14,350, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the Subsidies to. 
certain Telegraph Companies.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


POST OFFICE SITES [EXPENSES]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is expedient to authorise the: 
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payment, out of moneys to be provided |a measure instead of dealing with the 

by Parliament, of all sums payable by the | subject in this piecemeal way. 

Postmaster General under any Act of the | 

present Session to enable Her Majesty’s| Second Reading deferred till  to- 

Postmaster General to acquire Lands for morrow. 

the Public Service, and of all expenses | 

incurred in carrying into effect the Pro- | —- 

visions of such Act.”—(Mr. Hanbury.) | 
| NEW BILLS. 

Whereupon Motion made, and Question, | 

“That the Chairman do report Progress, | 

and ask leave to sit again ”—(J/r. | JURORS’ PAYMENT. 

Caldwell)—put, and agreed to. 


| Bill to regulate the summoning and 

Committee report Progress; to sit | payment of jurors, ordered to be brought 
again to-morrow. in by Sir Fortescue Flannery, Sir Alfred 
| Hickman, Mr. Crombie, Mr. Fenwick, 
| Mr. M‘Ghee, Mr. Galloway, Mr. Emmott, 
EXECUTORS (SCOTLAND) BILL. Sir Edwin Durning - Lawrence,. Mr, 
| Flower, and Mr Greville. 


Read a second time, and committed to 
the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


JURORS’ PAYMENT BILL. 


| 
DISTRICT COUNCILLORS AND GUAR-; “To regulate the summoning and pay- 
DIANS (TERM OF OFFICE) BILL. | ment of qarere,” presented, and read the 
Order for Second Reading read. | first time ; to be read a second time upon 
| Monday, 2nd July, and to be printed. 
Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL objected | [Bill 251.] 
to the Bill being considered at this hour. | 


" = ; GU! ANS (MAGIS- 
Mr. BUTCHER (York) appealed to) BOARDS OF CUAROYANS (MAGI 


the hon. Member to withdraw his opposi- | : fs wm ‘ 

tion, remarking that the object of the Bill} Bill to constitute as ex-officio Magis- 
was simply to remedy a defect in the | trates the Chairmen of Boards of 
Local Government Act. ' Guardians, ordered to be brought in by 
|Sir Fortescue Flannery, Mr. Fenwick. 
| J? ] 
'Mr. Heath, Mr. Galloway, Sir Edwin 


Me: SON ATHAM BAMUEL eeldl they | Durning-Lawrence, Mr. Flower, and Mr. 


were having a large number of Bills to| qa. . 
alter that Act. If the law was to be| Greville. 
altered the Local Government Board | 


: : 
should take the subject up and introduce; poarps OF GUARDIANS (MAGIS- 
a comprehensive amending Bill. TRATES) BILL. 


Tue SECRETARY To THE LOCAL | “To constitute as ex-officio Magistrates 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. the Chairmen of Boards of Guardians,” 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.) : The Local Govern- | presented, and read the first time ; to be 
ment Board have no objection to this read a second time upon Monday, 2nd 


Bill. July, and to be printed. [Bill 252.]} 
Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL: The | Adjourned at a quarter after 
Local Government Board should bring in | Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Tuesday, 19th June, 1900. 
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The Earl of MorLEY—Sat Speaker. 


SAT FIRST. 
The Duke of Argyll sat first in Parlia- 
ment after the death of his father. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 








ver 
k. 










* The LorD SPEAKER acquainted the 

House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
: had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
; Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 


Ilfracombe Improvement. 
London County 
ments). 


: And also the Certificates that the Stand- 
" ing Orders applicable to the following 
f Bills have been complied with :— 


\ 


Buenos Ayres and Rosario Railway 
HL. |. 

Costa Rica Railway Company, Limited 
[H.L. }. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
= Table. 


CHARING CROSS AND STRAND 

ELECTRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
* A petition of Sir Prior Goldney, 
© Remembrancer of the City of London, 
praying for leave to present a petition of 
, the Corporation of London praying to be 
F heard by counsel against the Bill although 
: the time limited by Standing Order No. 
\ 93 for presenting such petition has ex- 
sled ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
s Table ; and Standing Order No. 93 to be 
considered on Thursday next in order to 
its being dispensed with in respect of the 
said petition. 


ABERDEEN CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 
The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 
formed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill was withdrawn. ‘lhe orders 


made on the 18th and the 25th of May 
last discharged, and Bill committed. 


VOL. LXXXIV. 


[FourTH SERIEs.] 
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Council (Improve- | 


Business. 410 
SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L.}. 


Reported with Amendments. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [H.L.]. 


Reported with Amendments. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
without amendment, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House on Friday 
next. 


CITY OF LONDON ELECTRIC LIGHTING 


BILL. 


Read 2%, and committed. 


ABERDEEN POLICE AND IMPROVE- 
MENT BILL. 


CHARING CROSS AND STRAND ELEC- 
TRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
Read 2%, and committed. The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


LATIMER wey AND 


WAY BILL. 
and committed. 


ACTON RAIL- 


Read 2%, 


SOUTH EASTERN METROPOLITAN 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


EAST LONDON WATER BILL. 


vead 2% and committed. The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


CITY OF LONDON (VARIOUS POWERS) 
BILL. 


Read 2¢, and committed. The Com” 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


LIVERPOOL CORPORATION BILL. 
Read 2%, and committed. 


WOLVERHAMPTON GAS BILL, 
tead 24, and committed for Monday 
next. 


P 
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LONDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN { GREAT BERKHAMPSTEAD WATER 
RAILWAY BILL. BILL [H.t.}. 
Read 2¢, and committed. The Com-| MENSTONE WATER (TRANSFER) BILL. 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee | (H.L.]. 


of Selection. | NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL [4.1]. 


; : __ |NEWTOWN AND LLANLLWCHAIARN 
GLASGOW BUILDING REGULATIONS | URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL [H.L. ]. 
BIUL (u-t.} Returned from the Commons agreed to, 


BURY AND DISTRICT WATER | with Amendments. 
(TRANSFER) BILL [H.1.]. | 


SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [H.L.]. LANCASHIRE INEBRIATES ACTS 
Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the ne Date PL. } 
Commons. Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. The said Amend- 
| ments considered, and agreed to. 
SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [u.1.]. | 


GLASGOW DISTRICT TRAMWAYS ! GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [H.1. ]. BILL [H.1.}. 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD! Read 3" (according to Order), and 


RAILWAY BILL [u.t.]. | passed, and sent to the Commons. 
PRESTON CORPORATION BILL [H.L.]. ibis 
Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the | apis anti yay tei tie , 
"meena | RETURNS; REPORTS, ETC. 
CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL. PRISONS (SCOTLAND). 
Read 3%, and passed. | Report of the Departmental Committee 


(on Scottish Prisons; with minutes of 
' evidenee, appendices, and index. 
STOCKPORT CORPORATION TRAM- ee 
WAYS BILL. sate ; é 
WAKEFIELD CORPORATION MARKET| NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY. 
BILL. | Forty-third Annual Report of the 
| -— . . 
Read 34, with the Amendments, and | Trustees of the National Portrait Gallery, 


passed, and returned to the Commons. _:1899-1900. 


OSSETT CORPORATION GAS BILL. BOAR CERN DIVISION. 


Read 34, with the Amendments ; General Repor ph ‘ 

, , ; port for the year 1899, b 
further Amendments made ; Bill passed, | the Rey. F. F. Cornish, Chief paler 
and returned to the Commons. 


| Presented (by Command), and ordered 


GREAT YARMOUTH PORT AND HAVEN | to lie on the Table. 
3 ABAe 


Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and; jypta (LOANS. RAISED INZINDIA). 
passed, and returned to the Commons. Return of all loans raised in India under 


BRITISH GASLIGHT COMPANY (STAF- the provisions of any Acts of Parliament 
FORDSHIRE POTTERIES) BILL. chargeable on the revenues of India out- 


i ie standing at the commencement of the 
LANCASTER CORPORATION BILL. half year ended on the 31st March, 1900, 


RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE] with the rates of interest and _ total 


VALLEY WATER BILL. amount payable thereon, etc. 
SAINT DAVID'S RAILWAY ABANDON- 
MENT BILL. SUPERANNUATION. 
WEST BROMWICH CORPORATION Treasury Minute dated 30th May, 
. BILL. 1900, declaring that for the due and 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ;| efficient discharge of the duties of the 
and referred to the Examiners. offices of (1) Junior Inspector, and (2) 
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413 Naval Reserve 


Instructor in the Royal College of Art, 
Board of Education, South Kensington, 
professional or other peculiar qualifica- 
tions not ordinarily to be acquired on 
the public service are required. 


RAILWAY COMPANIES POWERS ACT, 
1864. 


Report by the Board of Trade on an 
application made during the year 1899 
under the Act, and of the proceedings of 
the Board of Trade with respect thereto. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ardered to lie on the Table. 


EDUCATION. 

Return of the various Voluntary Schools 
Associations in England and Wales, with 
the number of children in average attend- 
ance in the schools in each Association, 
differentiating between rural and urban 
schools, and showing the total amount of 
Aid Grant allotted in respect of each 
class of schools ; and further giving the 


rate of Aid Grant per head of average | 


attendance, and the gain or loss to each 
Association under the present differential 
mode of allotment as compared with an 
allotment of 5s. per child in all schools ; 
ordered to be laid before the House.— 


(The Lord Heneage.) 





NAVAL RESERVE (MOBILISATION) 
BILL. 


[SECOND READING. | 


Order of the Day for the Second Kead- 
ing read. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(The Earl of Hopetoun.) 


*Eart SPENCER: I do not rise to 
offer any opposition to this Bill. In fact, 
I desire in every possible way, not only 
in the interests of the Admiralty but of 
the Reserve men themselves, to give 


facilities for the modification of any very | 


strict rules with reference to the calling 
out of the Reserve. When this Bill was 


introduced elsewhere several objections . 
were taken toit. One objection—I do not 
think there was any foundation for it, 
but I should like to be assured on the 
point-——was that there was an intention, 
by the Bill, to dispense with the notifica- 
tion, on the part of Her Majesty, of the 
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necessity for mobilising the Reserve when 
the powers were put in force. I trust 
that is not so. I do not possess a legal 
mind, but I really cannot see how the 
necessity for this Bill. arises. We 
heard the other night from the noble Mar- 
quess the Secretary of State for War that 
it often happened that some regiments 
wanted their Reservists of the Second 
Division long before other regiments 
wanted the same Reservists, but that 
under the law as it at present stands a 

regiment which is deficient in respect of 
its Reservists cannot call up any one of 
its Second Division Reservists until all the 
other regiments who might not require 
them have called up the Reservists of the 
same class. And. the noble Marquess 
added that, in order to enable one Line 
regiment to get the men it wanted, the 
War Office were obliged to call up the 
whole of the remainder of the Reservists 
of that Division, and, as they did not 
require them, to send them away on fur- 
lough. Nodoubt, to avoid a thing of that 
sort, it is desirable to give similar powers 
to the Admiralty ; but when I turn to the 

Act which regulates the calling out of the 
Reserve it appears to me that the powers 
given in this Bill already exist. Clause 
4 of the Act gives the Admiralty power-— 


“to order and direct that the Volunteers 
under this Act, or 80 many or such part of 
, them as Her Majesty may deem necessary, 
shall be called in to actual service.” 


It may be said that they are all called 
out for a specified time—three years ; 
‘but in Clause 14 of that Act there is a 

power given to the Admiralty to “dis- 
‘charge Volunteers raised under this Act.” 

I therefore do not see why it is necessary 

to give these new powers under this Bill. 

If, however, according to legal inter- 

pretation, such a necessity exists, I should 

not for a moment wish to oppose the Bill ; 
but as there is some doubt on the subject 
in the minds of people who are interested 
in it I would ask the noble Earl who has 
introduced the Bill to satisfy me on that 

point, as well as the first one to which I 

referred. 


*Tue Ear, oF HOPETOUN: I think 
I can give an assurance to the noble Earl 
on the first point. There is no intention 
of interfering with the Proclamation in 
iany way. With regard to the second 
| point raised by the noble Earl, I hold in 
| my hand a very strong opinion from the 


rs 
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Law Officers of the Crown that the 
alterations proposed are absolutely neces- 
sary. If the noble Earl will allow the 
Bill to pass its Second Reading I will 
undertake to again confer with the Law 
Officers of the Crown and place their 
further opinion before him at some future 
date. 


On Question, agreed to. 


mittee of the whole House. 


COUNTY COUNCILS (ELECTIONS) ACT 


(1891) AMENDMENT BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


Committee. 
COLONIAL MARRIAGES 


WIFE’S SISTER) BILL [u.1.}. 
House in Committee (according to 


Order). 


Clause 1 :— 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: The | 


object of my Amendment is to restore | 
the wording of the Bill to that of the Bill | 
of 1898 as it left your Lordships’ House. 

As originally introduced, it did not carry 
out the intention of its promoters, who | 
desired to limit the operation of the Bill | 
to the marriage of persons actually 

domiciled in the colonies and to exclude 
that class of persons known as “carpet 
baggers,” who might visit the colonies 
simply for the purpose of getting married 
there and evading the law. My noble | 
friend Lord Strathcona fully intended to. 
introduce the Bill this session as amended | 
in 1898, but by a strange accident, for 

which no one, I believe, is responsible, 

the original Bill was substituted. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 7, to leave out 
‘between a man and his deceased wife’s sister’ ; 
and in line 9, after‘ possession’ to insert 
‘ between a man and his deceased wife’s sister, 
both being domiciled therein.’”—(Lord James 
of Hereford.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 agreed to. | 
Standing Committee negatived. The | 
Report of Amendments to be received on | 


{COMMONS} 


Bill read 2* 
accordingly, and committed to a Com-. 


Bill reported without amend- | 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing | 


(DECEASED | 


| LOCAL 
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Thursday next ; and Bill to be printed 
as amended. (No. 110.) 


LAND CHARGES BILL [H...]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
| to, with Amendments. 


BURIAL GROUNDS BILL. (No. 111.) 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. (No. 112.) 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
and to be printed. 


| LAND REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS) 
BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1"; 
;to be printed; and referred the Ex- 
-aminers. (No. 113.) 


The House adjourned at a quarter 
before Five of the clock, to 
Thursday next, half-past Ten of 
the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesdiy, 19th June, 1900. 


DILL BUSINESS. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILLS—SUGGESTED DISTINC- 
TIVE TITLES. 

On the Order for the Second Reading 
of a number of Local Government Pro- 
visional Order Bills, 


Mr.. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said: I want to make 
a suggestion, the adoption of which, | 
believe, would be a great convenience to 
Members of this House. It is that some 
title should be given to these Provisional 
Order Bills. Yesterday there were five 
on the Paper, and there are six to-day, 
and in the form in which they stand it is 
impossible to tell to what places they 
refer. 


PRIVATE 


THe SECRETARY To tue LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 


RussELL, Tyrone, 8.) : 1 entirely agree 
with the hon, Gentleman that there is a 
defect in this matter which might well be 
remedied, and I will take an early oppor- 
tunity of communicating with the authori- 
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ties of the House with a view to carrying 
out the suggestion next session. 


Sirk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I may point out 
that the list is printed every Monday, and 
that from that the information desired 
ean be obtained. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: That shows 
how easy it would be to apply the 
remedy. 


GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA RAILWAY 
COMPANY BILL [ANNUITIES]. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrrer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is expedient to authorise the 
creation of Annuities to be charged on 
and payable out of the Revenues of India 
in heu of the sum of money amounting 
to £34,859,217 17s. 6d. agreed upon for 
the purchase by the Secretary of State in 
Council of India of the undertaking of 
the Great Indian Peninsula Railway Com- 
pany, and the payment of any costs and 
expenses incurred by the said Secretary 
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years? Then I wish to draw attention 
to the second part of the resolution. It 
is clear that the annuities are to be a 
charge upon the Indian revenues, but I 
doubt whether the clause with regard to 
the expense of passing the Act may 
not constitute a charge on the revenues 
of the United Kingdom. If the noble 
Lord will look at the fifth line and on- 
wards he will see what I mean. It refers 
to the expenses incurred by the Secretary 
of State, and it appears to me from the 
wording that they may become a charge 
on the revenues of the United Kingdom. 
I thought so yesterday when I heard the 
resolution read at the Table, and hence 
I asked to have the matter postponed in 
order that we might get an explanation 
from the noble Lord. I have one further 
observation to make, and it is a sugges- 
tion which I commend to the considera- 
tion of the noble Lord and of the Govern- 
ment generally. It is that when a 
resolution is to be moved dealing with a 
large sum—and this one deals with nearly 
thirty-five millions—the terms should be 
given us not on the Blue Paper, because, 
perhaps, that is too much to ask, but 
on the White Paper, or, if that can- 
not be done, on a separate Paper, so 
that hon. Members may be enabled to 
gather some idea as to what is asked of 
them. Otherwise, they are rendered 


Business. 


of State under any Act of the present | practically incapable of discussing the 


session for vesting the said undertaking | 


matter. I am aware that this has not 


in the said Secretary of State in Council | hitherto been the practice, but I suggest 
of India ; and also any costs, charges, and | that the practice is a faulty one, and as 
expenses of obtaining and passing the | there is, as far as I know, no law, written 
said Act not provided by the surplus | or unwritten, enforcing the observance of 
profits arising from the said undertaking | what is admittedly an extremely inconve- 
for the half-year ending the 30th day of | nient practice, I submit that it might 
June 1900.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) | well be amended in the manner I have 
| indicated. 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I regret I had yesterday to move the) THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
postponement of this motion. I only | INDIA (Lord G. HAMILton, Middlesex, 
did so because we really had no information | Ealing) : This is a Bill for the acquisition 
on the subject till the Motion was read out | by the Government of India of a great 
at the Table. The figures involved arevery | railway by means of an arrangement 
large ; they amount to nearly thirty-five | which I am glad to say will be financially 
millions. I do not for a moment dispute the | advantageous to the Government. The 
propriety of the purchase of the railway, | Government of India had the option of 
nor do I question the method by which | acquiring the property ty two methods 
the purchase is effected—namely, by the | of purchase, either by paying a lump sum 
payment of annuities for a certain term or by annuity, and they have adopted 
of years in lieu of a lump sumdown. I/ the latter system for convenience. In 
should, however, like to ask the noble | fact, they have pursued an analagous 





Lord one or two questions. First, what 
18 the period for which these annuities 
will run—is it thirty, forty, or fifty 





course to that adopted in the case of all 
Bills by which they have in past years 
acquired possession of similar under- 
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takings. 
years, and includes a sinking fund. No 
charge whats-ever will be placed on the 
revenues of this country. The words in 
the latter part of the motion have been 
inserted because it is possible that the 
surplus profits of this line, which passes 
at once into the hands of the Government, 
may not be sufficient to meet all the 
expenses of this Act. I quite agree with 
my hon. friend that when a transaction 


{COMMONS} 
The annuity is to run for fifty | 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
That is not the question now before the 
House. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I am 
only suggesting that it might be possible, 
although the Bill has been brought in as 


|@ private Bill, to switch it off into the 


of this magnitude is brought before the | 
House, it should be done in such a way , 


that hon. Members may understand what 
they are about. This is a private Bill, 
and therefore I am not, in that sense, 
responsible for the method by which it is 
introduced to the House ; if I had known 
that it was coming before the House, I 
would have taken care that in some way or 
other this resolution was so far brought 
to the notice of hon. Members, that they 


would have understood the nature of the | 


transaction. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 


line of public Bills. It is very ineon- 
venient that a Bill of this magnitude 
should be brought in as a private Bill. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I also wish to enter the 


_ strongest possible protest against the pro- 


| case. 
' financial resolution 


dee): 1 do not dispute that the motion is | 


in order, but I wish to ask whether’ it | ? ; 
' to be a private Bill. 


This is | 
a great measure for the nationalisation of | 


would not be possible to make this a 
public instead of a private Bill. 


an Indian Railway, and I think we ought 


to have some little further information 


with regard to it. Is this stage merely 
a preliminary to the introduction of the 


Bill ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: We have fol- 
lowed exactly the precedent which has 
always been adopted in these cases. The 
railway is purchased under a contract, 
and it is necessary to get the assent of 


the House in order that the annuities | 


may be substituted for the Government 
guarantee of interest. 


Mr. EDMUND. ROBERTSON: I 
want to know at what point we are now. 
Is this a motion preliminary to the intro- 
duction of the Bill ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Bill has 


been brought in and read a second time. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : It 


seems to me absurd that a Bill such as 


this should go to the Unopposed Private | 
It imposes an enormous | 
charge upon the revenues of India, and I | 


Bill Committee. 


do not think it is proper that it should be | 


dealt with as a private Bill. 





cedure which has been adopted in this 
I thought this was the usual 
preparatory to the 
introduction of the Bill. I know of no 
precedent for a Bill which is practically 
in the charge of the Secretary of State 
for India being brought in by a private 
Member. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: But it is a 
private Bill. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I say it ought not 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That objection 
should have been taken before the Second 
Reading. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I do submit that 
the Secretary for India should have taken 
care that the House was well informed of 
the meaning of this resolution before it 
was asked to pass it. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) : The noble Lord has informed 
us that he is not responsible for the form 
in which this Bill has been introduced 
into this House. But he must have 


/ known perfectly well what its contents 


were, and it was only due to the House, 
even if it was a private Bill, that he 
should have made it acquainted with the 
details of a transaction involving a sum 
of thirty-five millions sterling, before he 
asked it to sanction the arrangement. 
Great issues are involved, and it is only 
right that the House should have some 
opportunity of discussing the important 
question raised by this resolution, Our 
hands, however, are practically tied by the 
manner in which the Bill has been 
introduced. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Resolved, That it is expedient to’ at ncene wreicr D) PRO- 
authorise the creation of Annuities to be ISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
charged ‘a al payable ont of the | WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 


Revenues of India in lieu of the sum of! ead a second time, and committed. 
money amounting to £34,859,217 17s. 6d. | 

agreed upon for the purchase by the yocar, GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
Secretary of State in Council of India of VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


the undertaking of the Great Indian | 

ie ; | LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
Peninsula Railway Company, and the VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
payment of any costs and expenses in-| 
curred by the said Secretary of State LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
under any Act of the present session for ORDERS (No. 15) BILL. 
vesting the said undertaking in the said LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


Secretary of State in Council of India; ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 

and also any costs, charges, and expenses | j,Q¢4], GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

of obtaining and passing the said Act not | ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 

provided by the surplus profits arising ' ‘OVERNMENT PROVISION: 

from the said undertaking for the half- — Oapias its mm hong “hepeppies 

year ending the 30th day of June, 1900. 

—( Mr. Caldwell.) ‘PERTH AND PAISLEY GAS PRO- 

é | VISIONAL ORDERS BILL. 

Resolution to he reported To-morrow. ead a second time, and committed. 

BRITISH GAS LIGHT COMPANY (STAF- | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 





FORDSHIRE POTTERIES) BILL. 
RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE | Read a second time, and committed. 
VALLEY WATER BILL. | 
SAINT DAVID’S RAILWAY (ABANDON- LONDON (ST. MARYLEBONE)  PRO- 
MENT) BILL. VISIONAL ORDER. 
tead the third time, and passed. Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
made by one of Her Majesty’s Principal 
LANCASTER CORPORATION BILL, | Secretaries of State for the improvement 
ha iesmiind. cosines’. | of a certain area situated in the Parish of 
‘ i St. Marylebone, in the County of London, 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jesse 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill Collings and Secretary Sir Matthew White 
be now read the third time. —(Mr. , Ridley. 
Caldwell.) , : 
| Ordered, That Standing Order 193A 
Queen’s consent signified. Bill read the | be suspended, and that the Bill be now 
third time, and passed. | read the first time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


LONDON (ST. MARYLEBONE) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER BILL. 

| To confirm a Provisional Order made 
‘by one of Her Majesty’s Principal Secre- 
A Clause added. _taries of State for the improvement of a 

: : certain area situated in the Parish of St. 

9 ogame tee Pa — Marylebone, in the County of London,” 
aie phen aye 4 m ‘ i i IL) | presented accordingly, and read the first 
e third time.— (Mr. Caldwell.) | time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 


Bill accordingly read the third time, | Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed. [Bill 253.] 


and passed. | pra 


WEST BROMWICH CORPORATION 
BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL) | PAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 7) 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BRIGHTON | Mr. Hotianp reported from the Com- 
AND PRESTON UNITED DISTRICT, mittee on Group 7 of Railway Bills, That 
Xe.) BILL [Lords.] 'Mr. Cameron Corbett, one of the 


Read a second time, and committed. | Members of the said Committee, was not 
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present during the sitting of the Com-| Ramsgate, Romford, and Sandgate.” 
mittee this day. | Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
| (No. 6) Bill [Lords]. 


| Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 

GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (IRE- | confirm certain Provisional Orders made 

; LAND) BILL. by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
BELFAST AND COUNTY DOWN RalIL. | Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, and the 

WAY BILL. Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


” relating to Broughty Ferry, Dunblane, 
t Bg re ‘ho Tale oie o ra Bos orig and Wormit and Woodhaven.” Electric 


Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill 
eer _ [Lords]. 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP J). i 

Colonel GUNTER reported from the Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
Committee on Group J of Private Bills, | authorise the Liverpool Overhead Railway 
That Mr. Coghill, one of the Members of Company to make certain new railways ; 
the said Committee, was not present and for other purposes.” Liverpool 
during the sitting of the Committee this |) Overhead Railway Bill [Lords]. 


cay. | Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
Report to lie upon the Table. ; amend and extend the provisions of the 
| Glasgow Police Acts, 1866 to 1899, 
ae ' eli | relating to streets, sewers, and buildings.” 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP D). |Glasgow Building Kegulations _ Bill 
Mr. ALEXANDER HARGREAVES BROWN | [Lords]. 
reported from the Committee on Group | ra 
D of Private Bills, That Mr. Murnaghan, | Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
one of the Members of the said Com- ' ¢onstitute and incorporate a Joint Water 
mittee, was not present at the sitting of | Board consisting of representatives from 


the Committee this day. the councils of the respective boroughs of 
‘ | Bury, Haslingden, and Rawtenstall, and 

Report to lie upon the Table. the urban districts of Radcliffe, Rams- 
‘bottom, Little Lever, Whitefield, and 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. _ Tottington, and the rural district of Bury, 


iall in the county palatine of Lancaster ; 
and to transfer to and vest in such Board 
the water undertaking of the Bury Cor- 
’ Bury 


That they have agreed to— 
Southport Water Bill, 
Hastings Harbour Bill, 


aa: “* , - poration ; and for other purposes.’ 
Maidenhead Gas Bill, without and District Water (Transfer) — Bill 


amendment. 
Hoylake and West Kirby Improve- [Lords]. 

ee Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
Southport Extension and Tramways extend the boundaries of the city of 
-ictaredeeaomenamaee | Sheffield ; to consolidate certain of the 


Aieiiieentes to —~ townships within the said city; to em- 

Manchester Ship Canal Bill [Lords], | POW®" the Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens 

without Amendment. - of the said city to construct additional 

_lines of tramways and to execute various 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, street widenings and other works ; to 

“ An Act to confirm a Provisional Order make further and better provision for 

made by the Board of Trade under the the improvement, health, and good 

Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, government of the city ; and for other 

1870, relating to Dungannon Gas.” Gas purposes.” Sheffield Corporation Bill 
Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. , [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to’ Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made | enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and Bur- 
by the Board of Trade under the Electric | gesses of the borough of Salford, to make 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating | street improvements, to construct sewers, 
to Barmouth, Brecon, Clacton, Cleck- | and to raise additional moneys by mort- 
heaton, Hythe, Liversedge, Liandilo, | gage and by the creation and issue of 
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stock, and to make further provisions for | 
the good government of the borough.” 
Salford Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to in- 
corporate the Glasgow District Tramways 
Company, and to empower that Company - 
to make and maintain Tramways ; an 
for other purposes.” Glasgow District, 
Tramways Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to con | 
fer further powers on the Dublin, Wick- | 


low, and Wexford Railway Company for | 


making works and acquiring lands, and | 


raising and applying capital moneys, and | 


other matters relating to their several 
undertakings ; and for other purposes.” | 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway | 


Bill (Lords), 


And also a Bill intituled, ‘ An Act to , 
alter the numbers and boundaries of the 
wards of the borough of Preston, and to | 
enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the said borough to recon- 
struct their existing, and to construct 
additional tramways in and adjacent to 
the borough ; and to make further pro- | 
visions for the good government of the | 
horough.” Preston Corporation Bill 
[Lords]. 
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SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 


‘SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


GLASGOW DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL. 
[Lords]. 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
PRESTON CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; and referred to 
‘the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
; Bills. 





PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 


Petitions from Aberdeen, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 
Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions against, from Lossiemouth ; 
Brechin ; Peeble; Wishaw; Johnstone ; 
Hawick; Perth; Broughty Ferry; and 


| Dysart ; to lie upon the Table. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) | 
BILL [Lords]. 

: Read the first time. Referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 

and to be printed. [Bill 254.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [Lords]. 

% Read the first time. Referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 

and to be printed. [Bill 255. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first-time. Referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, : 
and to be printed. [Bill 256.] 


LIVERPOOL OVERHEAD RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords]. 


GLASGOW BUILDING REGULATIONS | 
BILL [Lords]. 
BURY AND DISTRICT WATER 


(TRANSFER) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; and referred to 


- Examiners of Petitions for Private 
ills. 


_and Drayton ; 


SALE OF 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILI. 


Petitions for alteration, from Aberdeen > 
and Stirling ; to lie upon the Table. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. 
Petitions against, from Fulham ; and 
South Paddington, to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Arbroath and 
St. Vigeant ; and Glasgow ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


LUNACY BILL. 
Petitions for alteration, from Tice- 
hurst; Petersfield; Fulham; Prescot ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Stamford ; 
High Wycombe ; Cooling; Lewisham ; 
Morpeth ; East Ci amlington ; Bedlington ; 
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Blyth ; Shoreham ; Lyminster; Chop-| dington; High Wycombe ; Liverpool ; 
pington ; North Sunderland ; Swindon ;| Barwell ; Stamford; Nuneaton ; Perth ; 
Bebside ;_ Gloucester; Ilkeston; Mel- Kenninghall ; St. Austell ; Chard; Hay ; 
bourne ; Gretton ; Seaton Delaval ; Whit- Wadebridge ; Mevagissey (three); West 
ley Bay ; Lymington ; Leighton Buzzard ; Hampstead ; St. David’s ; Dundee; Tot- 
Lee ; Plymouth ; Shankhouse; Back- tenham; Wisbech ; Leverington; Mur- 
worth ; Lewes ; Wigan ; and Newark-on- row; Clerkenwell; Wootton Bassett ; 
Trent ; to lie upon the Table. Wroughton Road; Stratton St. Mar- 
garet’s; Blunsden; Swindon; Norham; 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS Tweedmouth ; Broadmead : Doncaster 
TO CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. \(two); Glastonbury (two); Street ; 
Somerton (two); Brewham; Langport ; 
Charlton Adam; Keinton Mandeville ; 
Boston; Bitterne; Whitchurch; Len- 
‘ham; Boughton Morchelsea; Head- 
corn; Woburn Sands; Leeds (three) ; 
: Totterdown ; Southampton (two); Dar- 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO laston; Martock; Newton Abbot; 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. Abercarn; Exeter; City Road; Park- 
Petitions in favour, from Pontypridd ; stone; Wookey Hole; Weston-super- 
Hammersmith; Tower Hamlets; High Mare (three); Newark; Gerizim ; New. 
Wycombe ; Shaftesbury ; Penarth ; port (Mon.); Felixstowe ; Yatton ; Bam- 
‘Cardiff (thirty-one) ; Bromsgrove (two); burgh; Seahouses; Williton (two): 
Yardley; Melbourne; Canterbury ; Dart- | Llantrissant; Paddington ; Bristol (thirty- 
ford ; South Hackney ; Broxtowe ; Calne ; seven); Christon Bank; North Sunder- 
Corsham; Lower Bourne; Nottingham land; Hyde; Marple; Ilfracombe; 
(seventeen); Tyldesley; Blandford ;; Appledore ; Fishponds ; Maryport ; West 
Liversedge (two); Birmingham (three) ;; Bromwich; Devizes; | Wanborough ; 
Wyke; Deptford (two); Whitehaven ;, Chiseldon; Wroughton; Lydiard Milli- 
Lesmahagow; Pontypool; Bradley ; cent ; Highworth; Rishton ; Accrington 
Seaton Delaval; Halesowen; Little (nine) ; Oswaldtwistle (four) ; Clayton-le- 
Lever; Wortham; Saxmundham; Rei- Moors; Huncoat; Forest Gate ; Leigh; 
gate; Stanwick ; Buckhurst Hill; Heck-| Upper Stratton ; Swindon ; Bishopston ; 
mondwike ; Wellingborough ; West) Penryn; Gloucester; Heanor: Ripley ; 
Brixton ; Selby Oak; Bradford (three); Upper Ettingshall; Hitchin; Weare; 
Desborough; Aldershot ; Buckhurst Hill ; Stone Allerton ; Winscombe ; Boulward ; 
Langley Moor; Brixton (two); Throck- Burnham (two); Peterborough (three) ; 
ley ; Cilfynydd; Metheringham; Swan- Drybrook ; Newent; Coleford ; Wood- 
sea; Kingsbridge; Raunds; Uffeulme ;| bridge ; Wednesbury ; Dulwich ; Newton 
Fleckney ; Calfaria ; Stratford ; Lechlade;, Moor; Wells (two); Ystradyfodwg; 
Newcastle ; Flimby ; Bath (two); Black-| Hornsea; South Newsham; Bolton; 
burn ; Hackney Road ; Wilton; Thatto | Northampton; Wrington ; Ashton-under- 
Heath; Fulham (two); Whitley Bay ;| Lyne ; Radcliffe ; Keswick (three) ; Pen- 
Warmley Tower (two); Wycombe; rith; Caldbeck; Wigton; St. John’s 
Farnham ; Lyminge; Cramlington ;, Wood; Marylebone ; Hoyland ; Bedford 
Pontesnewynydd; Wandsworth ; Balham ;| Leigh; Liverpool; Carlisle; Bilston ; 
Hull ; Scottish National Sabbath School, Allonby (two); Lowton; Thrandeston ; 
Union; Clapton; Newington; Stoke! Oldham (three) ; Sowerby Bridge ; Mellis 
Newington ; Lewisham; Hampstead | Chapel ; Grangetown ; Liverpool (four) ; 
{three); London; Ringwood; Lyming-| Pant; Norland ; Kidderminster (two) ; 
ton; Brondesbury; Avonmouth (two); Richmond; Yeovil; Hull; Hayfield 
Primrose Hill ; Petersfield (two) ; Redhill (two) ; Tow Law ; Chinley ; Brynmawr ; 
(three) ; Henley-on-Thames ; Stoke New- | Cowbridge ; Llanfihangel Fechan ; Llywel; 
ington; Sutton Cornwood; Widnes; | Priestfield; Llanbedo ; Llanfigan ; Hod- 
Hackney ; Kennington ; Much Woolton ;| desdon ; Newtown Wigan ; Goose Green; 
Frome ; Nunney ; South Devon; Glas-| Ramsey (Hunts) ; Lincoln; Stoke under 
gow (three); Brynmawr (two); Llanelly | Ham ; Stithians ; Bermondsey ; Sunder- 
(two); Builth Wells; Long Compton ;! land (eight) ; Burrows ; Bradford (three); 
Ystradgynlais ; Stratford-on-Avon (two) ;; Montacute; Hillecommon ; Shankhouse ; 
Poole; Wellington; Taunton ; Pad- | Brentwood; Trealaw; Ystradyfodwg 


Petitions against, from Widnes; St. 
Helens ; Blackburn ; Camborne ; Bury ; 
Worcester ; Cardiff; Bolton; Wigan; 
and Dundee ; to lie upon the Table. © 
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Newcastle under Lyme ; Packmoor (two) ; 
Draycott Street; Bishop’s Hull; Wel- 
lington; St. Lawrence, Ramsgate ; 


Ramsgate (two) ; New Hirst ; Highbury; , 


Widdington Colliery ; Horsleydown ; Old 
Kent Road ; Wigan (four) ; Backworth ; 
Paddington ; Hollingworth ; Westhough- 
ton; Preston; Lye; Sheffield (twenty- 
two; Netherseale ; Wiveliscombe ; Mor- 
peth; Cramlington; Bedlington; Beb- 
side; Blyth; Catford ; Lee ; Blackheath ; 
Lewisham ; Baddeley Edge ; Farnworth; 
Liskeard ; Huddersfield (four); Berry 
Brow; Aspatria (two); Cambridge 
(two) ; Maryport (three) ; Hayton ; Ellen- 
borough ; Harriston; Arlingham ; Lyd- 
brook ; St. Briavels ; Cinderford ; Newn- 
ham ; Blakeney ; Crewkerne ; Chudleigh 
Knighton; Dartmouth (three); King- 
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(three) ; Pendoylan ; Newport ; Maindee;'ley Bay ; Little 


‘Much Woolton; Widnes ; 


steignton ; Choppington ; Ealing ; Little , 


Hallingbury; Selly Park; Brayton; 
Adsett ; Leeds (five); Lewes; Graves- 
end (thirteen); Northfleet (two); Car- 
lisle Cross; Watchet ; and Oswestry ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Lochee ; 
Kilmarnock ; Fowlis Easter ; Liff; Glas- 
gow (three); British Women’s Temper- 
ance Association ; Melrose; Mains ; Forfar; 
Kilmuir Easter ; Stonehouse ; Galashiels ; 
Selkirk ; St. George Lodge of Indepen- 
dent Order of Good Templars; Cold- 
stream; St. Andrews; Cullicudden ; 
Earlston ; Blairgowrie ; Edinburgh ; 
Scone; Stanley; Auldearn; Dundee 
(twenty-five); Rathven; and Inner- 
leithen ; to lie upon the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION (SCOT- 
LAND) ACT (1895) AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SOLDIERS AND SAILORS ON ACTIVE 
SERVICE. 
Petition from Fulham, for legislation ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Newport 
Pagnell ; Melbourne ;_ Netherseale ; 
Canterbury ; Heckmondwike (two) ; 
Sheffield (five); | Norristhorpe ; _ Bir- 
mingham (four); Tyldesley; West 
Brixton ; Hawarden; Pontypool ; Whit- 
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Lever ; Wortham ; 
‘Saxmundham ; Bargoed ; Halesowen ; 
Selly Oak ; Desborough ; Bradford (eight) ; 
Seaton Delaval; Throckley ; Cilfynydd ; 
Raunds ; Calfaria ; Stratford ; Leicester ; 
Thatts Heath; Cwft; Fleckney ; Not- 


Petitions. 


tingham ; Stoke Newington; South 
Devon; Lymington; Exeter; Redhill 


(two); Monson Road ; Henley-on-Thames ; 
Brynmawr ; 
Brecknock ; Builth Wells; Llanelly ; 
Ynys; Martock; Barwell; Chard; St. 
Austell ; Mevagissey (two); Hay; Ken- 
ninghall ; Stamford; St. Davids; Hoo ; 
Woburn Sands ; Tottenham ; Whit- 
church ; Plymouth ; Wisbech ; Murrow ; 
Leverington ; Wroughton Road ; Bluns- 
den ; Stratton St. Margarets ; Swindon ; 
Berwick ; London (four); Doncaster 
(two); Southampton; Avercarn; Mon- 
tacute; Mellis; Pendoylan; Ystrady- 
fodwg (two) ; Shankhouse ; Sunderland ; 
Carlisle (two) ; South Newsham ; Marple ; 
Upper Ettingshall ; Hollingworth ; New- 
ton Moor ; Hyde ; Westhoughton ; Barry ; 
Bolton (four) ; West Melton ; Llwynypia ; 
Felixstowe ; Preston; Wigan (five) ; 
Devizes ; Llywel ; Llanbedr ; Shoreham ; 
Llanfihangelfechan ; Pant; Oswestry ; 
Wrington ; Penrith; Keswick; Cold- 
beck ; Wigton (two); Bristol (eleven) ; 
Morpeth ; East Cramlington ; Bedlington 
Colhery (two); Bebside ; Cramlington ; 
Blyth ; Parland ; Liverpool; Sowerby 
Bridge; Priestfield; Crewkerne; South 
Petherton ; Bedford Leigh : Catford ; Lee; 
Blackheath ; Yardley ; West Bromwich ; 
Farnworth ; Llanfegan ; Oldham (three) ; 
Llanfairfechan ; Choppington; Arling- 
ham ; Lydbrook ; Cinderford ; Blakeney; 
Leeds ; Shoreham (two); Lewes (two) ; 
Paddingtou ; Criston Bank; Bamburgh ; 
Ilfracombe ; Barnstaple ; Newport (Mon.) 
(two); Upper Stratton; Chiseldon ; 
Wroughton ; Lydiard Millicent; High- 
worth ; Wanborough ; Clayton le Moors ; 
Accrington (eleven) ; Penryn; Falmouth; 
Gloucester (two); Heanor; Ilkeston; 
Belston ; Hitchin ; Peterborough (three); 
Drybrook; Newent; Coleford; Leigh ; 
Wednesbury ; Lowton ; Trevithin ; Bryn- 
mawr; Cardiff; Sea Houses; Wood 
Green Bamborough ; Backworth; Willi- 
ton; Yatton; Wachet; Pontypool ; 
Yeovil; Blaenavon; Wiveliscombe ; 
Abersychan; Govan; Ramsey; Pack- 
moor; Thrandestone; Calne; Wilton ; 
Bath; Newcastle on Tyne; Lechlade ; 
Goose Green ; Oswaldtwistle (two) ; and 
Richmond ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petitions in favour; from Tyldesley ; 
Pyntypool ; Llanwono ; Llanelly ; Builth 
Wells ; Ystradgynlais ; Hay ; St. Davids; 
Whitchurch ; Abercarn; Cowbridge ; 
Trecastle ; Llanfihangel-fechan ; Llanfigan; 
Pendoylan ; and Llanbedi; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Teeturns, 


TEINDS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Aberdeen, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


VAGRANTS’ CHILDREN PROTECTION 
BILL. 


Petition of the Association of School 
Boards of England and Wales, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PRISONS (SCOTLAND) DEPART- 
MENTAL COMMITTEE. 

Copy presented, of Report of the De- 
partmental Committee on Scottish Prisons, 
with Minutes of Evidence, Appendices, 
and Index [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN 
N f A, 

Copy presented, of Return of all Loans 
raised in India, chargeable on the Re- 
venues of India, outstanding at the com- 
mencement of the half-year ended on the 
3lst March, 1900, etc. [by <i to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
216.] 


PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS 
WARNED. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 22nd May ; Str Francis Powell] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 217.] 


MERCHANT SHIPPING, 1899. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 18th June ; Mr. Ritchie] ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
218.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 18th June; Mr. Ritchie}; to lie 
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| upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
' 219.) 


NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY. 


Copy presented, of Forty-third Annual 
‘Report of the Trustees of the National 
Portrait Gallery, 1899-1900 [by Com- 

mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATIONS. 


Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 30th May, 1900, declaring that for 
the due and efficient discharge of the 
‘duties of the office of (1) Junior Inspec- 
tor, and (2) Instructor in the Royal 
College of Art, Board of Education, South 
Kensington, professional or other peculiar 
qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired 
in the public service are required [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


FISHERIES (IRELAND). 
Copy presented, of Report of Inspectors 
_of Irish Fisheries on the Sea and Inland 
Fisheries of Ireland for 1899 [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


NAVY (EXCEPTIONS TO QUEEN’S 
REGULATIONS). 
. Copy presented, of List of Exceptions 
‘to the Queen’s Regulations as to Pay, 
Non-effective Pay, and Allowances during 
‘the year 1899-1900 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table. " 


WHISKY IN BOND (SCOTLAND). 

Return ordered, ‘showing the total 
| quantities of whisky in bond (distinguish- 
ing the quantities in general warehouses 
from the quantities in distillers’ ware- 
_ houses) in each excise collection in Scot- 
land on the 30th day of June, 1900.”— 
' (Mr. Gordon.) 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND 
(TECHNICAL EDUCATION). 

Return ordered, “showing the extent 
to which, and the manner in which, local 
authorities in Scotland have allocated 
and applied funds to the purposes of 
Technical Education during the year 
ending 15th day of May, 1900, under 
the following Acts:—Local Taxation 
(Customs and Excise) Act, 1890 ; Educa- 
tion and Local Taxation Account (Scot- 
land) Act, 1892; Technical Schools 
(Scotland) Act, 1887 ; Technical Instruc- 
tion Amendment (Scotland) Act, 1892; 
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and Public Libraries Acts.”——(The Lord | 
Adwoente.) 


QUESTIONS. 


sQUTH AFRICAN WAR —DISASTERS 

NEAR LINDLEY ON THE Ist JUNE. 

Mr. BUTCHER (York): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he is in a position to give any 
details as to the disaster to the 13th Bat- 
talion Imperial Yeomanry on lst June ; 
and, whether the wounded belonging to 
that battalion are in the hands of the 
British or the Boers. 
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Under Secretary of State for War whether 
officers and soldiers who have lost personal 


Questions. 


effects recognised as field service equip- 
| ment by the capture of a convoy by the 
‘enemy will receive compensation at the 


public expense ; and whether an inquiry 
is held in each case when a convoy is cap- 
tured, and, if neglect of duty by want of 
proper precautions be ascertained, whether 
the officer in charge is called upon to make 
good any part of such losses or is other- 
wise held to account. 


Mr. J. POWELL- WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WYNDHAM): Officers and soldiers 
who have lost personal effects which are 


, recognised as field service equipment will 


GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the Government have 
received any further official details regard- 
ing the disasters to the regiment of 
Yeomanry and to the Sherwood Foresters. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To | 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWEL-- | 
WittiAMs, Birmingham, 8.) (for Mr. | 
WyYNDHAM) : No details of the disasters to 
the 13th Battalion Imperial yeomanry and 
to the 4th Battalion Derbyshire Regiment 
have yet been received. The wounded 
Yeomanry are for the most part at Lind- ; 
ley in the charge of General Paget ; some | 
however, are at Reitz, which, it is believed, | 
is still held by the enemy. 


Mr. BUTCHER: Will inquiries be | 
made of the military authorities in South 
Africa as to the causes which led to these 
disasters 4 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: As a 
matter of course, inquiry will be made 
hereafter into every reverse. 


Mr. BUTCHER: Will the hon. 
Gentleman give an assurance that an im- 
mediate inquiry will be made into the 
cause of this disaster, which has caused 
great pain in Dublin, Belfast, and other | 
places where the Yeomanry battalion was 
raised 4 

Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : I will 
inform my noble friend the Secretary of 
War of the anxiety with regard to this 
matter expressed by my hon. friend. 


LOST FIELD SERVICB EQUIPMENT— 
OFFICERS’ RESPONSIBILITIES. 


GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the 


receive compensation. The question 
whether operations in the field have been 
properly conducted is decided in the first 
instance by the Commander-in-Chief in 
the theatre of war. The Secretary of 
State for War has power under the pay 
warrant to call upon an officer to make 
good small losses for which he has been 
held responsible, but it has never been 
contemplated that any officer even if 
blameable would be called upon to make 
good the loss of a convoy. 


NUMBER OF BRITISH TROOPS SENT 
TO SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War if he can state 
what is the number of the armed forces 


| of all ranks and descriptions which was 


landed in South Africa between 1st 
August, 1899, and 31st May, 1900. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for Mr. 
WYNDHAM): The number of men landed 
in South Africa besween the dates men- 
tioned amounts to 204,000. 


MARTIAL LAW—STATISTICS. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War what 
is the number of persons who have been 
arrested under its provisions in the dis 
tricts in South Africa where martial law 
has been proclaimed, how many of these 
have been brought to trial, and with what 
result ; whether, and, if so, in how many 
cases has the intervention of the Supreme 
Court been invoked, and with what 
results ; whether, and, if so, in how many 
cases have persons arrested been dis- 
charged by the military authorities after 
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conviction and sentence on an appeal 
being made to the Supreme Court, but 
irrespective of any intervention on its 
part; and how many persons arrested 
have been discharged without being 
brought to trial. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for Mr. | 
of the matter to which the hon. Member 


WynpHAM) : Directions for the guidance 
of officers charged with the administra- 
tion of martial lew were issued to all such 
officers, and they were subsequently 
instructed to furnish a record of any pro- 
ceedings taken under martial law. Pend- 
ing the arrival of such information it is 


not possible to furnish such a statement | 


as the hon. Member asks for. 


CASUALTY LISTS. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): [beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether during this war and the 
constant arrival of casualty lists he can 
arrange for some responsible officer to be 
at the War Office early in the morning, 


or certainly by 10 a.m., to give parents ' 


and friends information as to the names 
on the lists. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WynpHAM): Throughout the war 
responsible clerks have been in atten- 


dance at the War Office earlier than the : 


hour mentioned by the hon. Member 
every day except Sundays to give infor- 
mation in regard to casualties. 


Mr. BARTLEY: Is the hon. Gentle- ; 


man aware that the parents of an officer 


called at the War Office at 10.10 the. 
‘lieutenants are promoted to fill vacan- 


other morning to inquire as to the 
casualties in a certain regiment, and that 
no one was there to give: them any infor- 
mation, while the reply form they filled 
up has not produced any information 
since ? 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I am 
not aware of that particular incident. 
My information is that at that hour there 
are clerks in attendance prepared to give 
information. 


NON-DELIVERY OF SOLDIERS’ CHRIST- 
MAS PRESENTS. 

Sm J. LENG (Dundee): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War, if 
he can explain why thousands of packages 
of Christmas presents carefully addressed 
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to our officers and soldiers in South Africa 
and duly landed at Capetown have not 
yet been delivered, and especially why 
three truck loads of parcels were thrown 
into the Orange River. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WynpHAM): I have no information 


refers. Doubtless some parcels may not 
have been delivered, but the vast majority 
reached their destination in spite of the 
immense difficulties of delivery to men 
whose location is being constantly 
changed. 


CODE CABLEGRAMS TO THE CAPE. 


Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool Exchange): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether it is now 
possible to give instructions for an imme- 
diate resumption of cypher messages 
between English commercial houses and 
their correspondents at Cape Town. 


Mr.J.POWELL-WILLIAMS: Perhaps 


_ the hon. Member will allow me to answer 


this. The reply is—No, Six, I am afraid 
that it is not possible at present to relax 
the regulations with regard to code and 
cypher telegrams. 


ROYAL ENGINEERS AND ARTILLERY 
PROMOTION REGULATIONS. 


Mr. C. E. SHAW (Stafford): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, in view of the fact 
that in the infantry and cavalry 


cies irrespective of their service, and 
seeing that such promotion is being 
attained at the present moment in about 
seven or eight years, the rule that 
lieutenants in the Royal Engineers and 
Artillery can in no case receive promotion 
until they have served eleven years in 
that rank may be considered. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for Mr. 
WynpHAM): There is no such rule as the 
hon. Member suggests. In the Royal 
Artillery the promotion to captain follows. 


‘the same rules as in the cavalry or in 


fantry. In the Royal Engineers sub 
alterns have the advantage that, while 
they can at any time be promoted to fill 
a vacancy, they cannot under any cir- 
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cumstances wait longer than _ eleven 
ears, as they must be promoted at the 
end of that period of service. 


Mr. C. E. SHAW: Is the hon. Gentle- 
man aware that the average rate of pro- 
motion is eleven years in the Royal 
Engineers ? 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I am 


informed that the average is considerably 
less than seven years. 


Mr. C. E. SHAW: Eleven years. 


MOBILISATION ARRANGEMENTS FOR 
HOME DEFENCE. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I beg ' 


to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War if he can state, in the event of 
augmentation of the Home Army by the 
mobilisation of the Volunteer Force, what 
organisation of the Land Forces the 
Government propose to adopt, and 
whether the organisation has been taken 
in hand and how far it has progressed. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 
Mr. WyYNDHAM): The organisation of the 
troops at home is the same as that which 
has held good for several years past. 
Owing to the absence of the foree in 
South Africa the various units have been | 
re-allotted and more use has been made 
of the Volunteers. Every organised unit 
has been or will be shortly informed of ' 
its allotment and duty in the event of 
general mobilisation. 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ COMMISSIONS— 
EXAMINATIONS. 
GENERAL LAURIE: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether Militia officers competing in 
examinations for commissions in the Line 
in September next will be required to | 
pass in literary and scientific subjects, 
and so give advantage to those stationed . 
in large garrisons who can attend garrison 
classes of instruction, or to those in large 
centres of population where they can | 
obtain private tuition, as compared with | 
those officers at out stations where such | 
arrangements are not practicable ; and, | 
whether, as a number of young men have | 
been given commissions lately without | 
any examination, who have had no mili- 
tary training, solely on the recommenda. ' 
tion of the heads of institutions which | 


i Mr. 
_ issued to all general officers commanding 
,on the 14th March that Militia officers. 
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| they are attending for purposes of educa-- 

_ tion, he can see his way to accept the 
recommendation of the Commanding 

| Officer as to the literary qualification of 

, all such Militia officers, and confine com- 
petitive subjects to those military matters. 
in which all officers wherever stationed 
will have an equal chance. 


Questions. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for: 
Mr. WyNDHAM): The arrangements in 
regard to the examinations referred to are 
under consideration and will, it is hoped, 

be published at an early date. 


GENERAL LAURIE: May I hope that 
the officers serving with the Militia. 
battalions in South Africa will receive the 
same consideration as is granted to other 
officers ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ 
ABSENCE. 
Mr. C. E. SHAW: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the fact that officers of embodied Militia 
regiments in the Western District are 
restricted to obtaining leave of absence 
for a few days only at a time, no matter 
how urgent their reasons may be for ob- 
taining such leave ; and whether, in view 
of the fact that many of these officers are 
dependent upon a business or profession, 
instructions can be given for some further 
indulgence in the matter of leave being 
granted, provided such indulgence does 
not interfere with military efficiency. 


LEAVE OF 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for 


WynpDH4M): Instructions were 


were to be granted short periods of leave 
when possible for the purpose of attend- 


‘ing to their private affairs, but the Ser- 


vice must have tha first call on their 
time, and it is desirable to interfere as 


‘little as possible with the discretion left 


to general officers. 


COLCHESTER CAMP RIFLE RANGE. 

Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War, having regard to the fact 
that a number of Volunteers from Nor- 
folk and other places will shortly assemble 
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at Colchester Camp for musketry train- | 


ing, and that the rifle range there, which 
has cost the country £40,000, is still 
unopened, whether he can give an assur- 
ance that it will be open in time for the 
reception of the Volunteers. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS (for Mr. | 


WynbDuam): The range will be opened 
.at once, as the difficulties with the neigh- 
-houring owners have just been settled, 
and it will be ready for the Volunteers 
when they go into camp. 


NAVAL MAN(CEUVRES. 
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THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. HAMILTON, Middlesex, 
Ealing) : On the 31st May I telegraphed 
to India for a detailed statement of ad- 
vances made to Native States for famine 
purposes, but I have not yet received the 
figures up to date. Papers which have 
come before me show that some time back 
‘there had been advanced to States in 
Rajputana, £250,000 ; to States in Central 
India, £50,000 ; to States in Kathiawar, 
£50,000 ; to States in the Central Pro- 
vinces, £20,000. A famine loan of 
| £500,000 has also been sanctioned for 
the Hyderabad State under the guarantee 
' of the Indian Government. 


Sirk EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- | 


and): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty if he will state the number 
and class of ships that are to be employed 
.at_ this year’s naval manceuvres, and for 
hhow many days they are to continue ; 
also, will experiments be made in coaling 
a portion of the squadrons from colliers 
.at sea, and whether it is intended that 
submarine torpedo boats shall form part 
of the equipment of some of the ships, 
seeing that this type of craft is now being 
largely adopted in connection with other 
navies ; and whether detachments of the 
land forces will in any way co-operate with 
the fleets in practising the landing and 
embarkation of men, guns, and _ stores, 
similarly to the combinations which took 
place in connection with the French 
naval manceuvres last year in the Medi- 
terranean. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I wish to treat my 
hon. friend with every courtesy, but I 
hope he will not press me for any infor- 
mation with regard to the naval 
manceuvres. The arrangements will not 
be finally settled until towards the middle 
of July. 


INDIAN FAMINE—GRANTS TO NATIVE 
STATES — PROPOSED PARLIAMEN- 
TARY GRANT — RELIEF ORGANI- 
SATION — REMISSION OF HOME 
CHARGES. 

Sr WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
(Banftshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India whether he will state 
to which Native States advances of money 
have been made to help them in dealing 
with the famine, and what the amount 
has been in each ease. 


Stir HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
ampton, E.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether, having 
regard to the appeal made by the 
Viceroy of India to the Lord Mayor of 
London for charitable contributions on 
behalf of the sufferers by the famime in 
India, the time has arrived for asking 
Parliament for a grant from Imperial 
funds. In putting this question I should 
like to add at the end the words “to the 
Indian Exchequer,” in order to make it 
quite clear that Iam not proposing that 
the grant should be made to the Lord 
Mayor’s Fund. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : The Viceroy’s 
letter was intended to give information as 
to the purposes to which the money sub- 
scribed had been applied, the good results 
obtained, and the need of further sub- 
scriptions for the same objects. But 
it does not affect the question whether 
the financial resources of India are suffi- 
cient for the task which the Government 
of that country has undertaken in 
connection with the relief of famine, a 
task which, as the right hon. Gentleman 
is aware, is distinct from that to which 
the money raised by subscription is 
applied. As to the financial resources of 
the Government of India, I may state 
that we have in this country an untouched 
borrowing power of £9,000,000, a portion 
of which I propose to utilise next month. 


_ Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to 
‘ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether medical authorities in India have 
condemned the practice of collecting to- 


|gether people seeking famine relief in 
large camps which are specially liable to 
attacks of epidemic disease, instead of dis- 
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tributing them near their own homes ; 
whether Mr. Monteath, Chief Secretary 
to Government, has reported that it is 
undoubtedly true that there is not 
sufficient establishment in India to deal 
adequately with the demands for relief, 


and that it is not supposed that the rules | 


and orders of Government are perfectly 


carried out ; and whether the India Office | 
still considers that the resources of India | 


are sufficient to deal with the famine. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: I desire to | 
ask a supplementary question, as the 
noble Lord has not really answered the 
question I put to him. I asked him 


whether there was to be a grant from the | 
Imperial to the Indian Exchequer, and | 


the noble Lord, in reply, said they were 
going to add to the Indian National Debt 
in order to avoid such a grant. 
conceive that that was his meaning, and 
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such report as that which is attributed in 
the question to a secretary of the Bombay 
Government. I have reason to believe 
that, although there must be much 
misery and distress connected with so 
unparalleled a drought, the resources of 
the Indian Government, as matters now 
| stand, are equal to the task undertaken 
by that Government in respect of the 
famine. 








Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
-E.): The ‘noble Lord has said it would 
| be impossible to grant aid without having 
| recourse to a loan, but would it not be 
| possibie in view of the exigencies of the 
famine to remit to the Indian Govern- 
ment for this year or for a given number 
‘of years certain annual payment made 
for military and other services by the 
Indian Government to the Home Govern- 
ment. 


I will therefore ask him if no grant is to, 


be made from the Imperial Exchequer until 


the borrowing power of nine millions | 


sterling is exhausted. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: 


of £9,000,000. Any grant made by the 
Imperial Government towards India must 
be made by loan, and therefore I assumed 
my right hon. friend would gather that 
it was only reasonable that the Indian 
Government should try to realise its own 
resources before it came to Parliament. 
I have over anc over again informed the 
House that if assistance is needed it will 
be granted. 


Mr. MACLEAN: Does the noble 
Lord say that the Viceroy of India does 
not use the resources at his disposal for 
the relief of the famine, though the people 
are dying by thousands 4 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : I did not say 
anything of the kind. In reply to the 
question of the hon. Gentleman on the 
Paper, I have to say that I am not aware 
that the opinion of medical authorities in 
India is against large relief works. It is, 
of course, obvious that there are some 
disadvantages in collecting the sufferers 
from famine in large camps, but the 


system is, on the whole, working well and | necessary. 


appears to be the only one under which | 
relief on a large scale can be effectively | 
supervised. 
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I ‘have no knowledge of any 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


is an entirely new question. 


| CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN MOVEMENT— 
I pointed out | 
that the Indian Government have in this | 
country borrowing powers to the extent | 


CAPTURE OF TA-KU FORTS— 

AFFAIRS ON THE YANG-TSZE. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary for Foreign 
| Affairs whether arrangement has been 
‘made to supplement the forces on the 
Yang-tsze ; and whether any intimation 
has been conveyed to the Viceroys of the 
Yang-tsze region that they will be held 


| personally responsible for any injury to 


the lives and property of British subjects. 


Sir H, CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Perhaps the right hon. 
Gentleman wi'l also say whether he has 
any further information as to the general 
position in China. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): The 
Admiralty have made arrangements for 
stationing additional ships at the most 
important ports on the Yang-tsze. Her 
Majesty’s ships will, if necessary, co- 


operate with the Viceroys on the Yang- 
|tsze in the maintenance of order. No 


circumstances have at present arisen on 
the Yang-tsze making further action 
The latest information we 


have received as to the general position 
of affairs in China is the followi ing tele- 
gram from Commanding 


Q 


Officer, Her 
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Majesty's ship ‘ Endymion,” 
wei, 18th June, 1900, 8.30 p.m. 


“ After six hours’ engagement on the 17th 


June, Ta-ku forts (which fired on the ships of | 


the allied squadron) were silenced and occupied 
by the allied forces. On the previous vo 
noon additional men for storming forts were 
sent inshore frem the ships. The British ships 
7 the river engaged were ‘ Algerine,’ sloop ; 
‘Fame’ and ‘ Whiting,’ torpedo-boat de- 
stroyers; two latter captured four Chinese 
torpedo-boat destroyers. Casualties—‘ Alge- 
rine,’ slight. ‘Storming party’ and others 
unknown. Allied Admirals detained Chinese 
second-class cruiser flying Admiral’s flag out- 
side Ta-ku. No information of Commander- 
in-Chief China’s return to Tientsin Bay had 
been received by the Rear-Admiral by 2pm. 
17th June.” 


{COMMONS} 


Wei-hai-| *Mr. BRODRICK: In the absence of 
if right hon. friend, perhaps I may be 
allowed 


This information is later than that we 


received yesterday by Japanese gunboat. 


BRITISH SUBJECTS AT PEKING. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he can communicate to the House any 
information relating to the safety of 
British subjects at Peking. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : We have no news 
from Peking of later date than that already 
communicated to the House. 


INDIAN TROOPS DESPATCHED TO 
CHINA—EXPENSES. 

Mr. BUCHANAN : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether the 
expenses, ordinary and extraordinary, of 
the Indian troops »eing despatched to 
Hong Kong and China will be borne 
entirely by the Imperial Government. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : All expenses, 
ordinary and extraordinary, of any Indian 
troops who may be despatched to Hong 
Kong and China will be borne entirely by 
the Imperial Government. 


ASHANTI—NATIVE RISING—INVEST- 
MENT OF COOMASSIE. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he is able to communi- 
cate to the House the names of the 
European officials, traders, and mission- 
aries now besieged in Coomassie, and the 
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to read his reply. The Europeans 
in Coomassie, so far as the names are 
known, are Sir Frederic and Lady Hodg- 
son, Major Morris, Captains Marshall, 
Digan, Aplin, Armitage, Parmeter, 
Bishop, Leggett, Cochrane, and Read, 
Lieutenant Berthon, Mr. Ralph, Doctors 
Garland, Tweedy, Chalmers, Graham, 
Hay, and Macfarlane, Mr. Ramseyer, and 
five other missionaries whose names are 
not. known. The latest information js 
contained in a letter from the Governor, 
dated the 4th of June, in which he said 
that the state of health was good. 


BRITISH SOUTH COAST FISHERIES. 
AND FOREIGN TRAWLERS. 

Sir CAMERON GULI.. (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign. Affairs whether, 
having regard to the complaints of fisher- 
men in the Channel and on the South 
Coast of damage to their gear caused by 
foreign trawlers, Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment would consider in conjunction with 
foreign Governments the advisability of 
the extension of the principles of the 
North Sea Convention to those areas. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Representations 
have already been made to the Belgian 
Government in connection with the 
recent cases of damage to the gear of 
British fishermen off the South Coast. 
It is doubtful, however, whether the 
provisions of the North Sea Fisheries 
Convention would afford a complete 
remedy in these particular cases. When 
the result of the representations which 
have been made has been ascertained, 


'Her Majesty's Government wilh further 


consider the matter. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman make 
representations to the French Govern- 


|ment, whieh is much more largely con- 


cerned ? 

[No answer was given.] 
POST OFFICE’ SAVINGS BANK 
ACCOUNTS. 

Sm EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 


latest reports received as to the health if he can give the approximate amount 


and position of the garrison. 


standing to the credit of deposit accounts 
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in the Post Office Savings Bank on which 
no operation has taken place for more 
than ten years. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): I fear I cannot give the in- 
formation asked for. It could only be 
supplied by a detailed examination of the 
depositors’ accounts, which number over 
eight millions ; and I do not see that any 
result would be obtained which would 
justify the labour and expense of such an 
examination. 


POST OFFICE AND TRUSTEE SAVINGS 
BANKS ADMINISTRATION. 

Sir EDGAR VINCENT: I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if 
he will state what the profit or loss to the 
Treasury has been since 1861 from 
operations in connection with the Post 
Ottice Savings Bank. I beg also to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
can say what the profit or loss to the 
Treasury has been since 1880 from 
operations in connection with the Trustee 


Savings Banks. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I will answer 


these questions together, as I agree with 
Sir Stafford Northcote’s observations in 
1877, to the effect. that the subject must 
be considered as a whole. The net profit 
in respect of the Post Office Savings | 
Banks cannot be given for any earlier | 
year than 1876 as the income and capital 
accounts were not separated—but since 
1876 it has been £1,565,000. The net 
loss in respect of the income of Trustee 
Banks since 1880 has been £197,000, to 
which should be added the charge on 
public funds in the same period for 
making good previous deficiencies of 
capital amounting to £1,590,000—making 
a total of £1,787,000. Therefore the cost 
of the Trustee Banks since 1880 has ex- | 
ceeded the profit derived from the Post 
Office Banks by £222,000. | 











EDINBURGH POST OFFICE—REVI- 
SION OF DUTIFS. 

Mr. DEWAR (Edinburgh, S.): I beg 
toask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
when the scheme of revision of the sort- 
ing branch of the Edinburgh Post Office, 
which has been under consideration for 
about two years, is likely to be sanc- 
tioned, and if he would say what has been 
the cause of the delay. 
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THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, 


Preston) : The scheme is at present under 
the consideration of the Treasury. As 
explained to the Hon. Member on the 
8th ult. it involves many details, but, it 
is hoped, will be decided very shortly. 


THE SHERIFFSHIP OF ROSS AND 
CROMARTY. 

Str CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether he is aware that Mr. W. C. 
Smith, Sheriff of Ross and Cromarty, has 
announced his intention of complying 
with a requisition of Aberdeen electors to 
stand as a candidate for Parliament ; if 
so, whether Mr. Smith has resigned his 
sheriffship ; and, if not, whether there is 
any precedent for a candidate for Parlia- 
mentary honours retaining that judicial, 
office. 


THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The fact 
is as stated in the first paragraph of the 
question. Concurrently with the an- 
nouncement referred to, Mr. Smith 
dispatched to me at Dover House his 
resignation for presentation in the proper 
quarter, but owing to the accident that 
this happened during the Parliamentary 
holiday it did not come into my hands for 
a few days later. 


LAND REVENUE RECORDS AND 
ENROLMENTS OFFICE 

Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
whether the Land Revenue Records and 
Enrolments Office at St. Stephen’s 
House, Victoria Embankment, is a public 
office, having the custody of public re- 
cords ; and, if so, why all the records and 
public documents kept therein are not 
open to public inspection in the same 
manner as the records are at the Record 
Office, on payment of proper fees; 
whether he is aware that the Court Rolls 
kept at the said Land Revenue Office re- 
lating to the manorial properties held by 
the Crown cannot be inspected by the 
public without the permission of the 
Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Woods 
and Forests; and, if so, by what statu- 
tory power have the latter the right to 
refuse or allow such inspection; and, 
whether he will cause immediate inquiry 
to be made into the matter with a view 
to the public being allowed inspection and 
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copies of such records on payment of 
reasonable fees such as are charged at 
the Record Office. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINLAY, Inverness Burghs): I 
heve made inquiry into this matter and 
find that some of the documents in the 
Land Revenue Record Office are open to 
public inspection. The rules of that 
office as to the particular classes of docu- 
ments so open to inspection are in accord- 
ance with an opinion given in 1864 by 
the Law Officers of the Crown. If any 
document which it is desired to inspect 
relates to property under the manage- 
ment of some public department the 
written consent of such department is 
required before inspection is allowed. 
The fees payable for inspection and 
copies are fixed by the Treasury under 2 
and 3 Will. IV., ¢. 1, s. 22, and are con- 
sidered reasonable. 


Selection (Standing 


HOME OFFICE VOTE—CHIEF INSPEC- 
TOR OF FACTORIES’ REPORT. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether it is 
possible to circulate the Annual Report 
of the Chief Inspector of Factories, with 
a view to the discussion of the Home| 
Office Vote. | 


Mr. HANBURY: I do not think the | 
Report can be circulated before Thursday | 
morning at the earliest. So far as my | 
present information goes there has been | 
very considerable delay on the part of the | 
printers, for which they will, of course, be | 
asked to account. 





*Sir CHARLES DILKE: Then what 
course does the Leader of the Hanes 
intend to take with regard to the Home | 
Office Vote on Friday ! | 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA-| 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, | 


P 7 | 
E.): I understand the right hon. Baronet 
is unwilling to take the discussion—— 


*Srr CHARLES DILKE: I am not un- 


{COMMONS} 





Committees). 448 


TREASURE TROVE AT CARDIFF, 


Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury with reference 
to the discovery at Sully, near Cardiff, of 
a hoard of gold vings, silver coins, etc., of 
the Roman period, over which the lord of 
the manor has renounced his right of 
treasure trove, whether the Treasury pro- 
poses to offer these articles for purchase 
to the British Museum, or whether it will 
offer them to the Cardiff Museum, which 
wishes to acquire the whole collection. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This matter is 
now under consideration. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy) : I beg.to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to proceed during this session with 
the Education (Scotland) Bill; and, if so, 
can he name a day on which the Second 
Reading will be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
it convenient to supplement the general 
view I gave yesterday of the business of 
the House by detailed answers in 
reference to particular Bills. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE, 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
What Army Votes is it intended to take 
to-night? I presume the right hon, 
Gentleman does not intend to exhaust all 
the Army Votes. 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: [shall take the 
Votes in their order, but will reserve Vote 
13 in order that later on in the session 
there may, if necessary, be an opportunity 
of further discussing War Office matters. [ 


| hope good progress will be made, as it is 


important in the public interest to get as 
many Votes as possible. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. WODEHOUSE reported from the 


|Committee of Selection, That they had 
jadded to the Standing Committee on 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If there is an| Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
idea that more time should be given for! Procedure the following fifteen Members 
the study of the Report I will not press | in respect of the Sunday Closing (Wales) 
the Vote, but will take Votes in Class 2| Act (1881) Amendment Bill :—Mr. 
in lieu thereof. Arnold, Mr. Bond, Mr. Brigg, Mr. Jesse 


willing, but other Members may be. 














449 


Coll 
Mr. 
Hur 
Gen 
Mac 
Alf 


the 


fron 
Con 
Leo: 
stit 


C 


1. 


mou 


M 
to sa 
tran: 
good 
the ] 
leave 
unde 
hors 
then 
the \ 
trans 
Aust 
this. 
Josey 
Hun 
of tl 
sent 
they 
parti 
mare 
a fey 
by tl 
that 
avail 
price 
£32. 
hors 
hors 
£22. 


Offic 








448 


the 
nce 


r, of 
d of 


; Of 
pro- 
hase 
will 


hich 


Yr is 


the 
nad 

on 
gal 
ers 
les) 
Mr. 


SSE 





449 Supply— 


Collings, Sir John Dillwyn-Llewelyn, 
Mr. Dewar, Mr. Howell, Mr. Hozier, Mr. 
Humphreys-Owen, Mr. William Jones, 
General Laurie, Mr. Lloyd-George, Mr. 
Maclean, Mr. Herbert Roberts, and Mr. 
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who has taken an interest in the horsing 
of our cavalry regiments knows well that, 
although a regiment may be 350 strong, 
only about 180 horses can be put into 
the line on the occasion of a review. 





Alfred Thomas. The other horses are either young horses 
which have to be left in barracks to be 
walked round in circles by recruits, or 
else they are old and useless horses which 
are simply kept for drill and other pur- 
poses. In our service we are sup- 
posed not to buy horses under four 
years of age, but practically we buy 
them at three years old, and that is why 
their services cannot be utilised on these 
occasions. It is an absolute fact that in 
our service we retain a great many old 
'horses which ought to have been cast 
| long since. Some years ago the right 
er Saati : _hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
Considered in Committee. | of Dean called for a Return of the horses 
(In the Committee.) | over fourteen years of age, and it was 

| found that an extraordinarily large number 

(Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, es these animals were in use. I would 
Penrith) in the Chair. ] | suggest to the Government that they 

: ‘should try to establish remount depots 

ARMY EsTIMATEs, 1900-1901. _and studdepots. Ireland isabout one of the 

1. £10,000,000, Transport and Re- | best horse-breeding countries which can be 
|found in the world. You cannot get 

| better pastures than are to be found in 
Mayor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I wish | Westmeath and in Tipperary. But un- 
to say a few words with reference to our | fortunately the Irish farmer cannot afford 
transport system. 


Mr. WopEHOUsE further reported from 
the Committee of Selection ; That they 
had discharged the following Member 
from the Joint Committee of Lords and 
Commons on Municipal Trading :—Sir 
Leonard Lyell ; and had appointed in sub- 
stitution : Sir John Leng. 








Reports to lie upon the Table. 


SUPPLY [l4rH ALLOYTED Day]. 


mounts. 


In the opinion of a/| to buy good stud horses, and so he has to 
good many members of the Committee | put his mares to cheap stallions, and the 
the present system of obtaining remounts | result is that the produce is not worth 
leaves a great deal to be desired, because | anything like so much as would be the 
under that system we get untrained | case if the farmers had good stallions. 
horses, and pay a considerable price for| Further than that, the money which 
them. Now, I should like to suggest to| should go into the breeders’ hands 
the War Office that they should adopt the | too frequently is pocketed by the 
transport system which is in vogue in| middleman. I should like to call 
Austro-Hungary. The system, briefly, is | attention to the system of reserves which 
this, In 1866 the Emperor Francis} obtains in Austro-Hungary. Out of 
Joseph established ten stud depéts in | every 100 horses only fifty are at once 
Hungary and eight in Austria. Stallions ‘taken, and the remaining fifty are lent 
of the best quality were purchased and | out in the neighbourhood to the farmers 
sent to these depdts, and from thence | and dealers. The horses are brought up 
they were sent out at regular intervals to | every year for four weeks training, and 
particular centres in order to serve the| are examined by Government inspec- 
mares of farmers at nominal prices—say, | tors every spring. If the horses are 
: er Par bgetng 4 8 made | wee | well, ny peg eb hoe ay _ 
y the Government with the farmers was | small bonus; if not he 1s fined. t the 
that the produce of the mares should be | end of five and a half years for draught 
available for the Government at a settled | horses, and six and a half years for 
price. That price varied from £16 to/| cavalry horses, the farmers and dealers 
£32. It works out at about £25 a _are allowed to retain the animals for their 
horse, the highest price paid for cavalry | own use. I suggest that is a very cheap 
horses being £32, and for draught horses | way of having a reserve of horses, and I 
£22. No horse is bought by the War |think it will compare very favourably 
Office under five years of age. Anyone | with the system adopted by the English 
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Government, who take ’bus horses and 
cab horses, and all sorts of animals, as 
they have had to do lately. It is false 
economy to take young horses at the 


price we pay, because we are not able to | 


utilise them. It is a fact that we retain 
in the service a great many old horses— 


relics of antiquity, as many of my hon. | 


friends in this House will be able to con- 
firm—simply for the purpose of economy, 
and these horses ought to have been cast 
long ago. The War Office should try to 
establish remount depdts and stud depots 
in Ireland, and if the Government will 
endeavour to follow the system of reserve 
of horses which obtains in Austro-Hun- 
gary, I believe they will do a good turn 
to English and Irish farmers, and at the 
same time secure a good class of horse 
for the service. I think in the interests 
of common-sense the Government should 
take this matter into serious con- 
sideration. 


*CapTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I have to move a reduction of this Vote 
in order to call attention to the immense 
waste of the taxpayers’ money in con- 
nection with remounts, brought about 
mainly by the defective state of the Army 
Veterinary Department. We have at the 
present moment in South Africa 150,000 
animals, the value of which at a low com- 
putation would be something like a 
quarter of a million sterling, yet all these 
animals are placed in charge of forty- 
seven veterinary surgeons. Notwith- 
standing that some time ago I drew the 
attention of this House to the fact that 
this Department was far below its proper 
standard, and that there was a difficulty 
in obtaining men—— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man is taking exception to the Veterinary 
Department. Tha* comes under another 
Vote, and any criticism of the Deparc- 
ment should be taken on that Vote and 
not upon this. 


*CapTaAIN NORTON: Am I not in 
order in referring to the defective manage- 
ment of the Remount Department, and 
in pointing out that, owing to the 
deficiency of veterinary surgeons, large 
numbers of these horses were lost on the 
voyage out, and more perhaps have been 
lost in South Africa owing to there being 
an insufficient number of experienced 
veterinary surgeons ? 


Major Rasch. 


{COMMONS} 
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| *THe CHAIRMAN: This seems to me 
| to be a matter which is relative to the 
| Vote for the Veterinary Department. 
*CapTaiIn NORTON : Of course, Sir, 
| I bow to your ruling, and I will raise the 
| point later on. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
'I wish to support what my hon. friend 
|has said with reference to the general 
| question of remounts. It appears that after 
_all we have ause for our Army, and we 
therefore require cavalry horses for that 
Army. So far as I can make out, we have 
only a proportion of one-third horses to 
'men. ‘hat is not the system which was 
relied upon in past years, for we find that 
Charles XII. of Sweden adopted a very 
| different plan, with the result that he was 
‘able to cover with his cavalry ninety 
| miles a day from day to day. His system 
| was exactly the contrary to that which is 
in vogue in the British Army for, instead 
| of having fewer horses than men, he had 
twice as many horses as men. The fact 
was that he had two horses for each man, 
whereas the British Army has twice as 
many troopers as horses. I am conscious 
that when you have so large a number of 
horses you have to deal with the difficulty 
of providing forage, but, after all, that is 
| a transport difficulty with which we need 
| not trouble ourselves. What we want to 
‘look at is the mobility of our force, 
‘and as far as I can make out the 
best way of securing that mobility is 
to have more horses than men. I do 
/not feel at liberty to enter into the 
| details of this matter, but I am bound to 
say that in our recent purchases we have 
acted on a very bad system. We wanted 
a large number of horses for South 
Africa, and we had to send for them to 
‘all the four quarters of the world. We 
had to send, for instance, to the 
Argentine Republic, and there we bought, 
|I believe, all the wrong horses. We 
‘bought the horses from the plains 
instead of the hill horses, and assuredly 
the latter were the proper class of animal 
to have been purchased for operations in 
‘South Africa. I wish to impress upon 
my hon. friend the Under Secretary for 
War that the time has arrived when we 
must buckle to on this question of re- 
mounts, and consider whether we cannot 
adopt some such system as that which 
exists in Austro-Hungary. That system 
may not be exactly adequate to our re- 
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uirements, but I believe it is one’that is 
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perfectly well adapted to the needs of | 
this country. Under our present system | 


we buy horses without any opportunity 
of examining them as to their condition, 
and the result is we purchase from Jew 
contractors, who make enormous profits 
on them, horses which are not fit for 
our purpose, and which are put on board 
ship and afterwards die during the sea 
voyage. This can only be avoided by 
the adoption of a plan to provide the 
country with remounts on some such 
system as has been suggested by my hon. 
and gallant friend, and I believe that if 
some such plan were put in force it would 
be a valuable addition to one of the most 
important branches of our Army. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I have no intention of 
posing as an authority on the question of 
the purchase of horses. The question of 
remounts for the Army is most compli- 
cated, and Iam sure that the represen- 
tatives of the War Office will welcome 
any suggestion that can be made by those 
practically acquainted with the breeding 
of horses, and with horse markets gener- 
ally in this country and elsewhere. I 
also cannot vie with the hon. Gentleman 
opposite in his familiarity with the pro- 
ceedings of Charles XII. of Sweden, but 
there is one point to which the hon. 
Gentleman referred, and to which 
the hon. and gallant Member for 
South-east Essex also drew attention, 
upon which I do know something from 
my own point of view. They spoke of 
the system in vogue in Austro-Hungary. 
Now, I have for years past visited that 
country, and I should like to point out to 
my hon. and gallant friend that in those 
countries they have this great advantage 
which we do not possess here—namely, 
that the horses used for agricultural pur- 
poses are precisely the class of horses 
which are required for the cavalry. I have 
often wondered how the horses used in 
that country could do the work put upon 
them in view of the condition of the 
roads over which they have to pass. But 
I would like to point out that the horses 
used for agricultural purposes in this 
country are of an entirely different 
character, and are not suitable for cavalry 
work. I think possibly that will be 
found to lie at the root of the system in 
Austro-Hungary. Whether or not the 
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Government of that country encourages” 
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'the use of this particular class of horse 
for agricultural purposes I cannot say, 
but I repeat that there the military au- 
thorities have an immense advantage 
which we in this country would not enjoy. 


CotoneL WELBY (Taunton): The 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn has referred 
to the discrepancy between the number 
of men and the number of horses in the 
cavalry regiments. But I think the 
statements in reference to this matter are 
too often misleading. People are apt to 
forget that in a pre regiment men are 
employed in other capacities than as 
troopers. There are the waiters, stores- 
men, and the clerks. These men are not 
mounted, and yet they are absolutely 
necessary for the service of the regiment. 
They could not attend to horses if they 
were supplied with them. Many of them, 
as a matter of fact, do not follow the 
regiment into the field. Probably the 
only ones who do are the cooks, who are, 
of course, necessary. Then in regard to 
the historical reference indulged in by 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn, I 
should very much doubt whether 
Charles XII. of Sweden troubled himself 
very much about the way in which his 
horses were groomed. In this country, 
however, we make a tremendous point of 
that, and the commanders of regiments 
are judged upon that matter. Now, if 
each man had charge of two horses 
it would be very difficult for him 
to attend to them properly. We have to 
remember that men go into hospital, and 
that in the winter time they expect to 
have their furloughs, and I would suggest, 
after all, that if a man took two horses 
into the field he would not be able to give 
much attention to the enemy, especially 
if the animals were not well trained to 
stand under fire. I believe that if we 
insisted upon every man having two 
horses it would be absolutely impossible 
to get men to join the cavalry. Un- 
doubtedly, the remount system consti- 
tutes a very weak point in our cavalry 
system, and I would urge that the par 
ticulars given in the Estimates should 
show the exact number of trained and 
untrained horses, and of those unfitted 
for the field. I can remember a case in 
which a certain regiment which had a 
strength of 420 horses was able to, on one 
particular occasion, put 400 on parade, 
and it was admitted to be something 
wonderful. I think it would beavery great 
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pity indeed to cast all horses over fourteen | technical a nature, and I will not detain the 
vears or sixteen years of age, because a , Committee for many minutes. The right 
large number of these horses prove very | hon. Gentleman the Leader of the Opposi- 
useful until they reach nineteen years. | tion, has given very fairly the reason for 
In regard to the employment of middle-| not relying upon any good results from 
men in the purchase of horses, I quite the adoption of the Austro-Hungarian 
agree with my hon. friend that it is un-| system by this country. Everyone must 
desirable to encourage such a practice. | recognise the truth of what he said as to 
Then I come to the suggestion that we | the general character of our agricultural 
should adopt the system of Austro- horses. I hardly agree with my hon. and 
Hungary in regard to the supply of | gallant friend who has just sat down 
horses for the Army. That may be a that we should rely entirely upon supply- 
very good plan, but I am not certain that | ing our remounts within the limit of 
it is suited to the circumstances of this these islands, for we can only do so if the 
country. It appears to me that the only Government undertake large breeding 
alternative is for the Government them- establishments. That is the only way in 
selves to set up breeding establishments. which the supply can be made regular, 
I am afraid that under our system | sufficient, and of proper quality. 
nearly the whole of our best horses pro- 
duced in Ireland are taken away by, CoLtoneL WELBY: I suggested the 
foreign Powers. If foreign nations choose | subsidising of farmers as well as breeding 
to give a pound or two more, we cannot | establishments. 
expect English farmers to do otherwise | 
than sell them to foreigners. The only *Stk HERBERT MAXWELL: I have 
way to meet the difficulty would be to no doubt the farmers will offer no objec- 
subsidise the farmers who rear the horses, | tion to the subsidy suggested, but I doubt 
although I cannot say that I am altogether whether the supply from that source will be 
in favour of adopting that course. Failing rendered uniform or regular enough even 
this, we must fall back on Govern-. by the application of subsidies. What I 
ment breeding establishments, which , want toask my right hon. friend to consider 
seems to be the only alternative. | is this: We pay some penalty for living in 
There is one small matter I should an island; it has many advantages, but 
like to ask a question about, and it is! we have some corresponding disabilities, 
in reference to the food. We all re- and among them is the impossibility of 
member the unfortunate incident that producing horses on valuable land ata 
took place at Aldershot, resulting in the reasonable price. I want my hon. friend 
loss of the lives of several of our soldiers. to consider whether there are not within 
A good deal of blame has been thrown the limits of this Empire vast areas not 
upon the commanding officers because only capable of turning out horses of the 
upon that day the men had not hada best quality, but which do at the present 
proper midday meal. Supposing that time tarn out such horses. Of Australian 
bread and cheese had been allowed upon horses I know nothing, but of Canadian 
that occasion, would the transport have horses I have had some experience. One 
been provided? In cavalry regiments of the best hunters I ever had in my life 
this allowance is all right, but I am told was a Canadian horse. I would ask my 
that in nearly all the infantry regiments | hon. friend if he is acquainted with the 
the cart in which the midday meal is quality of the horses which are imported 
carried is provided at the expense of the | into this country in large quantities by 
soldiers by the canteen. If so, it has some of our large corporations for tram- 
really been provided for out of the men’s way purposes? Take Glasgow, for in- 
own pockets. I think it is a question stance. These horses are sound, of good 
which really wants to be looked into. If | constitution, good-looking, and quite well 
we are to blame commanding officers for | bred enough for the purpose. Apparently 
anything of this kind, we ought to see | the supply is unlimited, although I cannot 
that the Government provide everything | quote the average price now ; but I know 
which is necessary. | that the price a few years ago was ex- 
|ceedingly moderate. I am unable to 
*Sirk HERBERT MAXWELL (Wig-| answer the problem propounded by 
tonshire): As a civilian I feel some diffi: |my hon. friend the Member for 
dence in taking part in a debate of so King’s Lynn (Mr. Bowles) — namely, 


Colonel Welby. 
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how a good supply of horses could be} journey at a cost of £35 per horse, 
secured for this country without crossing as against the very much lower rate 
the sea. Of course, they must cross the | charged for horses from Argentina, Aus- 
sea, and some means must be found of | tralia, Canada, and elsewhere? That lies. 
keeping up a regular supply. Wherever at the bottom of the whole economic 
these horses have to be used they must | argument, and although I do not press. 
cross the sea, and all I have to ask my the economic argument too far in this 
hon. friend 4s to consider the enormous House—I have always been’ prepared to 
resources of a country like Canada for say that we ought to spend our money 
supplying horses of the quality required. to get a good article—still there are 
| limits, and when we find that the sea 

THE UNDER SECRETARY oF transport of horses from this country 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyNDHAM, costs more than the horses themselves. 
Dover): I desire to thank all those hon. | delivered free from other parts of 
Members who have taken part in this; the world, I doubt whether we 
discussion up to the present for the spirit | should be justified in raising 
in which they have approached these | horses in this country to meet the: 
questions. I quite recognise that we are | needs of a great war. That consideration 
now discussing very important matters, | must underlie all our purchases. I know 
but if I may be allowed to make one | very well the great studs at Saumur, in 
appeal it is that we should get through | France, and for my part I should be de- 
our work as fast as possible this afternoon, | lighted to see such establishments in this 
because this money is actually wanted at | country. There these establishments are 
once. Therefore it is of great importance | arranged with 1,700 horses always stand- 
that the money should be voted to-day, | ing together with their veterinary depart- 
as there is absolute need of the money for | ments attached, and with different breeds 
the war. I believe that we can thresh of horses, including the English thorough- 
out all the details if we address ourselves | bred. I should be delighted if we had in 
to the debate in the same spirit which has | this country such an establishment, but I 
characterised the speeches of hon. Mem- | could never honestly recommend it to the 
hers so far. I think the right hon. Baronet | Committee of this House, knowing that 
the Member for Wigtonshire put his finger | horses raised in that mannerinthis country 
on the consideration which underlies all! would cost infinitely more than our 
this controversy when he reminded the horses now cost, and they migh: also 
House that we live in an island. Those | prove to be totally unfit for the various 
responsible for the provision of horses in | physical conditions of the country to 
Austria and France know with great | which they might be sent. Of the 91,600 
accuracy where and,under what condi- | horses shipped to South Africa a certain 
tions the cavalry of their army may number of them were sent from this 
be expected to fight. But who could say country; others were sent from Canada, 
where the cavalry of England might have | from Australia, India, and from other 
to fight? Let me ask hon. Members | sources which, following the example of 
of this Committee to reflect on what has | my hon. friend, I do not care to name. 
taken place during the present war. 1! The Australian horses have cost us, de- 
will give a few figures as a starting point livered on the beach in South Africa, 
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to this discussion. During the course of 
the present war we have shipped to South 
Africa altogether up to the 12th of June 
91,600 horses. The number of horses 
shipped to South Africa excludes alto- 
gether the number that has been pur- 
thased there. Would anybody, on the 


£45 each; the Argentine horses cost, de- 
livered on the beach in South Africa, £26 
each. But the mere passage of a horse 
from England to South Africa costs £35, 
and we cannot get the English horse, even 
under the conditions which now prevail, 


|for less than £35 or £40; so that the 


ground of common-sense or economy, or | total cost of the English horse delivered 
on the grounds urged by the Member | on the beach in South Africa is from £70 
for South-east Essex, ask any Govern-|to £75. If you consider the colossal 
ment to maintain an expensive remount | losses which must fall upon the horses in 
establishment and a stud in England, any campaign; if you consider that, after 
which is the most expensive country all, the cobs of 14-2 hands which you 
in the world, with the prospect of buy in Argentina or Australia will do 
taking the horses so reared a long sea your work, and serve ycur purpose under 
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the .conditions of modern warfare just | need, in order to mount the men for the 


as well as the 
horse—for as food for powder one horse 
is as good to die as another—should I be 
justified in asking this Committee to pay 
three times as much as is necessary for 
an article which is so perishable ? 
is my answer on the ground of economy. 
We do not know beforehand the physical 


expensive English ' fullest parade or field day ? Where is the 


sense and where is the economy? The 


‘hon. and gallant Gentleman the Member 


That | 


for Taunton says we do not mark off the 
young horses from the old; but every 
hon. Member who has spoken on the sub- 


_ject, and who has taken ay intelligent 


conditions of the country in which our | 


cavalry will have to fight, and it is just 
as well to keep our hands free to pur 
chase horses suited for a particular cam- 


paign, and which can be conveyed to the | 


theatre of war most expeditiously and in 
reasonable numbers. It is not true that 
the War Office has proceeded in 
a hugger-mugger way with regard 
to the provision of remounts. There 
are officers who have been chosen 
because of their acquaintance with horses. 
Officers have been out since July last, not 


purchasing, but marking down all the | 


good horses in the market and getting 
options for purchase. That we believe to 
be a common-sense and an economical 
plan. Our greatest difficulty in the 
cavalry springs from the enormous amount 
of work which the young recruit has to 
do. We have been going into that very 
urgent and somewhat melancholy ques- 
tion—namely, the great number of men 
who have purchased their discharges 
shortly after joining the Army. Inquiries 
have been made in Ireland as to the men 
who have purchased their discharges, 
and the overwhelming majority of the 
replies were to the effect that the men 
liked the cavalry, but did not like the 
amount of stable duty that had to be 
done. It has been suggested that there 
should be two horses for every man, but 
conceive a regiment in which there were 
two horses to every man, After each 
man had done duty as a soldier, and all 
the necessary work falling on an indivi- 
dual in a community, he would then have 
to buckle to in order to do the work 
of a helper. I do not suppose there 
is any stable in which a_ helper 
would be required to mind more than two 
horses ; but after looking after two horses 
the cavalryman would have to clean his 
clothes and perhaps have to take part in 
a field day. The suggestion is absolutely 
impossible and out of the question. 
Again, many horses must be purchased 
more or less after the war comes on, and 
why, therefore, should we have in a 
cavalry regiment more horses than we 


Mr. Wyndha Mm, 


artillery and transport. 
\ 


interest—as so many hon. Gentlemen do 
—in this question knows all the facts, I 
admit the facts, and I maintain that they 
are reasonable, and that the system 
which prevails is the best and cheapest 
system. It has also been asked whether 
the Department has considered other 
portions of the Empire. The Depart- 
ment has considered that question, and | 
admit to very great personal disappoint- 
ment when I discovered that two or three 
year old horses bred or bought in South 
Africa, and raised there for use in South 
Africa, would possibly cost more than if 
we had been able to import them. 
Nothing is more expensive than keeping 
horses, and to buy a horse that is not 
going to be used for two years is one of 
the most expensive things in the world. 
That is my answer to the attack 
which has been made on the Department 
for purchasing through middlemen. 
When we purchase from middlemen no 
doubt we pay more than if we purchased 
direct, but the middleman has taken the 
risk of buying the horses subject to ill- 
ness or accident, and he gives us a finished 
article and derives a legitimate profit. It 
is not the case, however, that the Depart- 
ment purchases horses only from middle- 
men. I was present myself when a gen- 
tleman representing the War Office 
bought four horses from farmers who had 
bred them. We have experts all over the 
country who are in touch with sellers of 
the horses best suited for cavalry pur- 
poses, and I do not think it is possible to 
mount our men in time of peace on any 
other principle than that which has 
guided the War Office during the last 
twelve months. 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): I do not wish to prolong this de- 
bate in any way, and I agree with most of 
the things that have been said during the 
discussion. There is one point, however, 
connected with the Vote which I do not 
think has been taken into consideration, 
and that is the question of remounts 
not only for the cavalry but also for the 
These are heavy 
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horses, and I wish to press on the War 
Office authorities the necessity of havin 
lighter carts than the usual re, Resins 
transport is supplied with. The hon. and 
gallant Gentleman the Member for Taun- 
ton has touched upon what happened 
at Aldershot. The enormous difficulty 
of supplying transport for purposes 
such as taking provisions into the field 
would be lessened if there were lighter 
carts, which would also be better for the 
horses. There is a great waste of horse- 
flesh under the present system of heavy 
wagons now used. When these heavy 
wagons were taken to South Africa it 
was found that they were not as useful as 
the smaller and lighter carts. I think 
some system of lighter carts ought, there- 
fore, to be considered at an early date for 
all light purposes, both regimental and 
transport. There was the case of New 
Zealand offering carts to the War Office. 
The War Office replied that they would 
be delighted to accept them, but that first 
of all they should be sent to Woolwich to 
be inspected. Of course, the New 
Zealand Government did not send the 
carts to Woolwich because, possibly, they 
would have been returned. There is 
one other question I should like to put, 
and that has reference to registered 
horses. I should like to know what 
number has been taken, and whether the 
system has proved to be a success. I 
should like to hear the War Office opinion 
on that subject, because it is one of con- 
considerable importance. I would wish 
to know whether it has really been put 
into practice to the greatest possible ex- 
tent, or if only 100 horses have been 
taken out of say every 1,000 registered. 
There is also an item in this Vote for ex- 
penses for the removal of troops at home. 
I hope that as. little money as possible 
will be spent in this direction during 
the present expensive year. I find the 
case of a Scotch regiment of Militia 
which was sent to Glasgow, then to 
Aldershot, then back to Glasgow again, 
and afterwards to Ireland. That seems 
avery great waste of money, and I hope 
that as few such cases will take place 
as possible. Of course, it is necessary to 
send regiments into camp for training, 
especially regiments recently embodied ; 
but I hope that great economy will be 
practised in the removal of regiments 
during the present expensive year. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, | 
Central): I should not like this Vote to 
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| pass without acknowledging the enor- 
| mous services which have been rendered 
| by the transport department in South 
| Africa, and also the services rendered by 
! the War Office and the Admiralty in con- 
| veying troops, horses, and stores to the 
'seat of war. The country is enormously 
‘indebted to the Army Service Corps for 
the extraordinary loyalty with which 
they carried out the transport reorgani- 
sation in January last. It was very 
trying to many of the officers concerned, 
and it is to their great loyalty and hard 
work that a great deal of the success of 
the campaign is due. There is a very 
strong feeling among officers of all arms 
that the regimental and brigade system 
of transport inaugurated by Sir Redvers 
Buller, and for which we are mainly 
indebted to him, should not be aban- 
doned in favour of the old general sys- 
tem of transport under which regimental 
officers were enabled to get what they 
wanted and whenthey wanted it. Although 
it was necessary for Lord Kitchener 
to institute the system at present in 
force in South Africa, the feeling is 
general throughout all arms that the 
regimental and brigade system should not 
be abandoned. It has been productive of 
very great benefit, and it would be 
extremely unpopular if any permanent 
change were effected. A great deal has 
been said as to the cavalry remounts. I 
visited most of our remount establish- 
ments in South Africa, and I can fully 
bear out what the Under Secretary has 
said regarding the ability shown by the 
officers selected to purchase horses for the 
army. It is perfectly extraordinary that 
such an enormous number of horses as 
91,600 should have been landed in South 
Africa with so few accidents. I wish I 
could say that English horses had proved 
more suitable than Canadian, Australian, 
or Argentine horses, but I must endcrse 
the view which has been expressed by my 
hon. friend the Under Secretary for War. 
The English horses were as a rule too big, 
and they suffered dreadfully in the 
voyage out, first from the rough sea in 
the Bay of Biscay, then from the great 
heat in the Tropics, and again from the 
change of climate when nearing Cape 
'Town. Another thing which militated 
against them was the system of docking 
their tails which prevails in this country, 
though not in Australia, Canada, or the 
Argentine. A great deal of the mortality 
among the English horses was due to the 


Army Estimates. 462 








463 Supply— 
enormous suffering tney endured because 
they had nothing to protect themselves 
against the pest of flies. 
criticisms heard in South Africa against 
our administration was that there was 
too much grooming and curry-combing 
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They must have it, because they have to 
go into rooms absolutely unfurnished, with 


One of the | no beds, no furniture, no curtains, and if 


they do not take furniture with them 


they would have nothing but the bare 


of cavalry horses, which prevented them : 


from being protected by the natural oil 
in their coats from the plague of flies, 
which no one can understand who has not 
seen it. The horses sent from this 
country in many cases suffered severely 
when there was a bad voyage, and in 
some cases, though I will not mention 
names, slings were not provided. 
Certainly the only horses which I saw 
arrive in decent condition at the remount 
establishments in South Africa were 
those of the C.I.V. Artillery. They had 
been exercised on 
minutes twice a day, but of course that 
could not be done on smaller vessels. 
The Argentine horses have been very 
successful indeed. They have been of 
the right size. I think one of the great 
lessons which this campaign has taught 
us is that big horses which are difficult to 


board for twenty , 


mount are quite unsuitable for mounted | 


infantry. 


These ought to be furnished | 


with smallish horses, which are easy to | 


mount. 
suddenly appears the men have difficulty 
in getting on horseback, and the saddles 
frequently slip round. Not a few of the 
casualties in killed and wounded in this 
war have been due to the excessive size 
of the cavalry horses. The Canadian 
horses have also done exceedingly well, 
and in some respects the Australian—)ut 
by no means all. They are frequently 
much too big. The 14.2 horses from the 
Argentine and the 15 hand horses from 
Canada have been invaluable. I wish to 
say one word in regard to home trans- 
port. If anyone sees a regiment move 
at home he must be struck with 
the enormous amount of baggage 
which is necessary, and how much 
its mobility is thereby reduced. When 


I was in the Army I thought it 
quite easy to increase regimental 


mobility, if the Government would only 
furnish the officers’ quarters, and charge 
them with a rent. Of course, officers 
might add, at their pleasure and own 
cost, to the furnishings afterwards. I 
think officers are entitled to six hundred- 
weight, but that amount is invariably 
exceeded, and an entire train is often 
required to carry the officers’ furniture. 


Sir Howard Vin-ent. 


With big horses when an enemy | 


iT 


boards to sleep upon. I most earnestly 
urge upon my hon. friend, who is anxious 
to do everything that he possibly can in 
the direction of improvement, to consider 
whether the efficiency of the Army as a 
whole, and its mobility and capability of 
moving from one garrison to another, 
might be increased by furnishing officers’ 
quarters, mess premises, and canteens. [| 
believe that, apart from first expenditure, 
the Department would make a profit on 
it; at any rate they would pay a very 
decent interest on the outlay. The 
object of the Goverment ought to be to 
make the Army as efficient as it possibly 
can be made. The hon. Member the 
Under Secretary for War knows perfectly 
well that when it is a question with the 
Horse Guards or the ()uartermaster 
General’s Department about the moving 
of a regiment from this station to that, it 
is not always the need of the service: 
which is considered. They say, “We 
cannot move this regiment so soon. Just 
look at the expense that the officers were 
put to in moving so recently ; and it is 
not right to make them incur that 
expense so soon again.” In connection 
with this matter there is the case 
of the married men, especially the non- 
commissioned officers and men of the 
Household Brigade. The cavalry regi- 
ments of the Household Brigade move 
every six months, and these unfortunate 
people have to pack up their furniture 
and move from Knightsbridge to Albany 
Street, and from Albany Street to 
Windsor. We all know that if we move 
furniture at all—I do not say there is a 
leakage on every occasion, but there is a 
breakage. Things go wrong, and it 
must necessarily be so in a greater degree 
in the case of the married men in a regi- 
ment of the Army, who are not able to 
superintend the packing of their luggage, 
or of necessity have to do it in a rough 
and ready way. If it is necessary to 
move a cavalry regiment of the Household 
Brigade once in six months from one 
barrack to another, or from one station to 
another, or across the street, I earnestly 
entreat my hon. friend the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War to endeavour to do 


something to furnish the married quarters, 


something for the mess premises, some- 
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thing for the canteens, and something for | charge of the horses, while the veterinary 


the officers’ quarters. 
will do a 


efficiency of the Army and the comfort of | the horses. 


the officers and men. 


*CapTAIN NORTON: I wish to say a 
few words in reference to the transport. 
I believe every word that has fallen from 
the Under Secretary of State in reference 
toremounts. It is quite clear to those 


who have considered most the conditions | 


of modern warfare, that we should take 
the nearest and handiest supply of horses 
when the occasion arises. It would be 
absolutely impossible to have stud 
establishments in this country sufficient 
to supply such a demand as has been 
made recently. But that brings into 
greater prominence than ever the neces- 
sity for perfecting our system of trans- 
port with reference to horses. Previous 
to the case of the ship “ Rapidan” there 
was no veterinary officer on the Board of 
Selection for Transports. I am aware that 
that has since been remedied. I only 
deal with the point incidentally in order 
to show the necessity for having proper 
veterinary officers on board ship to 
prevent the loss of horses during trans- 
port by sea, which is much too great at 
present. The “ Devonia” was sent out 
to Naples to take mules to South Africa. 
A veterinary officer was in charge who is 
now the second senior officer in the Army 
Veterinary Department in South Africa 
and a thoroughly competent man. That 
officer superintended during the voyage 
the fitting of the ship for the embarkation 
of the cargo of mules, but no sooner was 
that done than the mules were placed in 
the charge of a subaltern who had been 
sent out to Naples overland. If an illus- 
tration was wanted of the necessity for 
giving veterinary officers the staff rank 
that they demand, that is one. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is going back upon the ruling which I 
gave a short time ago. 


*Captain NORTON: 1 am_ merely 
showing the necessity of putting veteri- 
nary officers in charge of the transport of 
horses and mules at sea. If that is not 
done a large number of remounts are lost, 
and the country put to great expense. 
On the 7th June the “Lake Erie” left 
London with 350 remounts, and there 
also a Militia officer had been put in 


If he does so he | officer was only held in a minor degree 
eat deal to increase the | responsible for the health and welfare of 


I hope the hon. Gentleman 
' the Under Secretary for War will see the 
necessity of giving some status to the 
| Army Veterinary Department, in order 
that the horses during transport at sea 
to the seat of war may be better cared for 
, than at the present time. 


GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) 
‘said he had visited all the remount esta- 
_blishments in Germany, and had also had 
the advantage of taking part in two 
campaigns in South Africa. He 
therefore could say that no matter 
. What our remount system might have 
been in this country it would have been 
wholly impossible for the Government in 
_ the present crisis to furnish remounts for 
|the cavalry and mounted infantry in 
South Africa without having recourse to 
foreign horses. He could also bear out 
what the hon. Member for Sheffield had 
said, that both in the Zulu war and the 
Transvaal war English horses were found 
wholly unsuitable. They were  un- 
accustomed to the forage, and became 
skeletons in a short time after they 
reached South Africa, and the saddles 
|turned round. In every way foreign 
horses were much more suitable than Eng 
lish horses. The hon. Member for South- 
east Essex spoke of having remount depots 
‘in this country, but the expense would be 
ruinous. It had been carefully calculated 
that if the Government started remount 
establishments in this country each horse 
would cost over £80. The German 
system was eutirely different from what 
we could possibly carry out here. In 
Germany a large number of stallions 
belonging to the Government went about 
the country, and the Government had the 
first call on the produce, the foals being 
‘all marked. Then the young horses 
' were sent to farms for two years before 
being drafted into the army. That was 
avery expensive system, and it would bo 
perfectly ruinous if we were to start stud 
farms in this country. It was almost 
impossible to buy horses in this country 
after they exceeded the age of three vx 
four years, and horses when bought at 
three years old were not fit to put int» 
the ranks. He suggested to the Und :: 
Secretary that there should be a certain 
number of farms in Ireland where the 
_horses could be sent and kept unt!! 
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they had attained the requisite age. 
When he was in command of a regiment 
the commanding officers had to buy all 
their horses, but in his opinion the 
present system of remounts worked ex- 
ceedingly well. He supported the 
hon. Gentleman the Under Secretary of 
State for War in his remarks, and believed 


{COMMONS} 


| them as bare as acell in a prison. It 
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would, he was sure, be more economical 
if the barrack rooms were kept decently 
equipped, and the outlay might be met 
by charging the officers of each regiment 
occupying the barracks a reasonable rent, 
Young ‘officers naturally desired to have 
as good furniture as their comrades, and 





the present system was the best that | went to very great expense in this 


could be devised. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfar) said 
he rose for the purpose of asking two 
questions of the 


as to the price of horses. 


| matter, and he was of opinion if the item 
|of barrack furniture were struck off it 
| would lessen greatly the burden of ex- 
| pense cast on young men joining the 
hon. Gentleman in| Army. 

charge of the Vote, the first of which was | 
The Under | 


Mr. WARNER asked whether the 


Secretary had stated on a previous ocea- | right hon. Gentleman would give some 
sion that the cost of a horse from Argen- | explanation as to how far the War Office: 
tina landed at the Cape was £26, while| had been able to supply the Royal 


the cost of transport of a horse from this 


country, excluding the cost of the animal, | 
That seemed to him a very | 
| Ince) was of opinion that horses pur- 
| chased for the Army at the present time 


was £35. 
great difference having regard to the 
mileage between Argentina and the Cape 
and London and the Cape. He would be 


Reserve regiments with horses. 


CoLtonEL BLUNDELL (Lancashire, 


were taken at too young an age. Every 


glad of some further explanation on the | horse purchased should be fit for imme- 


point. He would also like to know why 
the first instalment, at any rate, of the 
Return with regard to transports, which 
was agreed to by the House as far back 
as 6th February, had not yet been 
presented. 


CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) said that, as far as he 
could gather, it was the general opinion 
of experts that the kind of horse sent to 
South Africa from this country had not 
proved adequate to the needs of South 
Africa. He believed, however, that if 
the breeders in this country knew what 
kind of horse was required they would be 
able to produce it. It was not impossible 
to breed a stamp of horse with greater 
stamina, of a coarser kind, to meet the re- 
quirements of the Army. He suggested 
that the Government should send round 
to the agricultural shows one or two 
typical animals so that breeders might see 
what was required. If that were done 
they would get a cobbier and more bony 
animal with less blood, which would be 
more satisfactory. He wished also, in 
support of the remarks of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Sheffield, to call attention to the 
matter of regimental baggage. The 
officers had now to carry about a perfect 
mass of luggage and furniture because, 
when they were moved from station to 
station, the barracks were handed over to 


General Russell. 


the case under the present system. 

| *GeneraL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
| Haverfordwest) said the suggestion made 
that horses should be purchased in 
Canada, where the horse used by the 


| diate use, which was very far from being 


| farmer was just the horse required for 
| military purposes, owing to the method 


adopted had not produced good results. 
He had had some experience of Canada 
and the methods adopted there. He 
knew the difficulty of getting horses in 
England, but the methods adopted in 
Canada had not been such as would give 
the best Canadian horse to the British 
Army. In Canada the remount officers 
gave notice of their intention to visit a 
certain place, with the result that the 
American dealers also attended, and 
directly a horse was passed as suitable 
the remount officers were always outbid 
by the American horsedealer. He 
suggested that remount officers should 
not be sent out in this way, but 
that the horses should be obtained 
from the producer through a middleman. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
for Lichfield asked whether the Govern- 
ment were considering the advisability of 
using lighter carts. Yes, Sir; our experi- 
ence in South Africa has shown us that 
lighter carts are necessary, and we :re 
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now replacing the present cart by a 
lighter one. With regard to the question 
as to the horses, I have not by me the 
exact number of registered horses, but 
the omnibus horse is a registered horse, 
and hon. Members will be glad to hear 
that he has been twice mentioned in 
despatches. General Sir George Forestier- 
Walker stated on 13th March, in reply to 
inquiries, that the Australian cavalry 
horse and the English omnibus horse 
weie most satisfactory, and in reply to 
more detailed inquiries he placed horses 
in the following order of suitability :— 
Cavalry horses, the large horses— 
Australian first, English second, best 
Argentine third ; mounted infantry, cobs 
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gallant friend raised an_ interesting 
question in regard to the best mode of 
transport for horses. I do not think I 
quite agree with him. He referred to. 
the abolition of slings for horses. It is 
a matter quite open to argument, but the 
evidence of the recent operations o. the 
sea is not conclusive either way. There 
have been two bad accidents entailing. 
grievous losses. The accident happened 
in one case on a vessel fitted on the new 
model, and the other on a vessel where 
the fittings were on the old model. It is. 
for the jury to decide, but the change 
from the slings to the new fittings has. 
been made in view of the practice of the 
great trading firms who carry an enormous 
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—Cap» horses first, Indian and Australian | number of horses ev ery year from Argen- 
second, Argentine third. He also stated | tina, or Australia, to the markets here. 
that a few Arab horses from India had | They have found that the statistics of 
proved very satisfactory, as well as the | |losses prove conclusively that the new 
| style of fittings, which allow the- horses. 
| room fore and aft, are on the whole the 


English omnibus horse. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT : 


Might I | best. 


It has been: found that with. slings. 


ask if a similar report has been received | horses are apt to sit down in rough 


from the front ? I take it that report came | 
from the base. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reports sent | 
from the base are reports which come 
from the front. We get all our reports 
through the base. Referring to the 
necks of the hon. Member for the Lich 
field Division, this year, particularly, it 


has been necessary to place the troops in | 


close prcximity to rifle ranges, and I 
believe great satisfaction has been given 
to the Auxiliary forces in camp by 
the fact that they have had no diffi- 
culty in that matter. But there is 
another reason, and, of course, it is also 
familiar to the hon. Member-—namely, 
that our barracks are only suited to hold 
regiments of a certain size. The hon. 
Member asks as to the number of horses 
already in possession of the Royal Reserve 
regiments. I have not got the figures 
with me. I may say, however, that from 
all these questions it appears that hon. 
Members do not quite appreciate the fact 
that these are very young regiments, and 
that you cannot supply horses until the 
men are there to groom them. But the 
average number of men in these regiments 
is satisfactory, and there is no difficulty 
in getting horses now as fast as they are 
needed. I am personally gratified to find 


that it is possible in this country to get 
so many horses of the very stamp we 
need for about £35. 


| raisin 
/and that induces serious results. 





weather for several days together without 
themselves on their hind legs, 
As to: 
the question of baggage that has been. 
| raised by the hon. Member for Sheffield. 
and the hon. and gallant Member for 
the Newport Division, I sympathise 
very much with the view which 
they have put forward. I thought my 
hon. and gallant friend in raising the 
question, by importing the word 
“mobility” into his plea, might mislead 
those who are not closely following the 
discussion into thinking that we are not 
attending to mobility for the purposes of 
war. Of course, that is a totally different. 
thing. This isa plea put in on behalf of 
the British officer that he should not be: 
put to so great expense as he is at present 
by being asked to fit up a room from 
floor to ceiling and then to convey the 
whole of his goods and chattels at each of 
the many removals entailed upon him. I 
am glad that the question has been 
raised, because some remarks which I let 

fall earlier in the session upon the urgent 
need of reducing the cost to his. parents. 
of the young officer have been held out- 
side this House to mean that the young 


officer is as a rule extravagant. I do not 
think that that is the case. He may be 
in certain cases extravagant. There may 


be room for a certain amount of,.I shall not 
say sumptuary legislation, but sumptuary 


My hon. and | pressure, but im my opinion it must be. 
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accompanied by some relief of the bur- | 
dens which we place upon him. It is not 
fair to say to the young officer, “ You are 
not to waste your money in this way,” 
.and at the same time to force him to— 
devote so large an amount of his private | 
funds to buying his bed, poker, and 
fender. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT : The poker 
-and fender are provided. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If we are to have 
a reform, I think it ought to be a bi- 
lateral reform. With the need for sump- 
‘tuary reform there is a need for greater 
_generosity towards the young officer, who 
has so many charges placed upon him. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): 
The hon. Gentleman has stated that he 
can get as many horses as he wants. 1 
-know a cavalry regiment which has only 
:200 horses, and I know for a certainty 
that there are many men in that regiment 
who were never on a horse. There must 
be something radically wrong. Why, 
there are cavalry regiments where there 
are about three men to every horse. One 
hon. Gentleman has said that we ought. 
to have two horses to every man. 
Most of the cavalry officers would 
be very glad if every man had his 
‘horse. There are regiments where 
recruits are absolutely unable to get a 
mount at all. Ifthe horses can be got, 
why are they not got? As to the sug- 
gestion that farmers should be subsidised 
on condition that they sell their three- 
year-olds at £30, I should be sorry to 
see that introduced, as the price would 
be too low for the pick of the young 
horses. In regard to the supply of 





{COMMONS} 





horses there is no doubt that we 
cannot get the supply we require in| 
England at the prices paid. The Austrian | 
horses to which the hon. Gentleman oppo- | 
site referred are simply half-bred animals 
similar to those employed in Ireland, and | 
they can be bred much more cheaply. 
They are light horses, which are used 
in farm work, and as hon. Members know 
these mares can go on working to within 
a few days of foaling. If farmers were to 
be subsidised in tie way proposed they 
would have to be much more highly subsi- 
dised than in Austria if we are to have the 
same thing here asin Austria. That would 
-add greatly to the Army Estimates. The 
farmers could not be expected to breed 
horses in England at the same prices as in 





Mr. Wyndham. 
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Austria or Ireland. I hope that my hon, 
friend the Under Secretary of State for 
War if he can get horses in the unlimited 
manner he describes will see that the 
necessary supply is obtained. 


Mr. WARNER: There is no difficulty 
about getting horses, and therefore the 
remount system is in no way to blame. 
The difficulty is that the regiments have 
not got them. It is the supplying of 
them to the regiments and the application 
for them that has gone wrong. 


Vote agreed to. 


2. £13,100,000, Provisions, Forage, and 
other Supplies. 


CoLtonEL WELBY pointed out that 
the present arrangement in regard to the 
supply of bread and cheese was not satis- 
factory. He urged that where the pro- 
vision of bread and cheese. was necessary 
it should be supplied by the Government 
instead of being paid out of the money 
which really belonged to the men. Al] 
these little things were talked about 
throughout the country, and they tended 
more or less to make the Army unpopular 


Mr. WARNER stated that according 


| to the regulations for forage allowances 


the lieutenant-colonel of a regiment 
received an allowance for his horse, and so 
did the major when in England, while 
the second in command had no allow- 
ance. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS: I[ should like to call 
attention to the way in which food is 
passed into the various camps. The meat 
has to be passed by a subaltern, who 
generally knows absolutely nothing about 
the subject. How can he possibly know 
anything about it, seeing he is not trained 
for such work? The duty requires men 
who have been specially trained. At pre 
sent, a subaltern is told off every day to 
see whether the meat is good or bad, and 
he naturally does the work as quickly as 
possible, as he wants to get away to his 
own business or amusements. That cer- 
tainly is not a satisfactory way of examin- 
ing meat. The men sometimes complain 
that the meat is not good, and we hear a 
great many complaints as to its insuf- 
ficiency. There ought to be a radical 
change in the way this duty is 
performed ; some properly qualified man 
should be appointed—either a military 
man or a civilian. Very often a civilian 
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would do better in this matter, but, at 
any rate, there ought to be some man 
with special knowledge of the subject to 
pass all the meat that goes into camp for 
the use of the troops. I should like to 
call attention also to the way in which 
forage is. passed. The forage is brought 
in in wagons, in which form it is passed 
by a superior officer. Those wagons are 
taken into the particular camps, where 
subalterns are told off to look at the oats 
or the various trusses of hay, and see 
whether they are good or bad. Again, 
in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred the 
subaltern has no special knowledge of 
what forage should be. It is quite a joke 
amongst contractors that subalterns look 
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at the hay and frequently send back good | 


hay and pass bad. Unless somebody 
who has a far better knowledge of the 
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There is, first of all, the case, which is a 
very hard one, and which the War Office 
has promised to consider, but with regard 
to which we have not yet had any 
definite answer, namely, that of the man 
who has married without leave. My hon. 
friend is probably aware that the allow- 
ance is paid to the wives of all the men 
who have married with leave, and are on 
the strength of the regiment. It is 
also paid to the wives of all Reservists 
who are called upon to rejoin the colours. 
The only class who do not receive the 
separation allowance from the War Office 
are the wives of the men who have 
married without leave. Whatever reason 
there may be during time of peace for 
not recognising these women as legally 
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married, there can surely be no reason 


subject is told off for this duty we shall | 


not get the troops properly foraged. The 
Government pay a sum of money suffi- 
cient to obtain good forage, and they are 
supposed to get it, but as long as this 
duty is detailed to subalterns who know 
nothing about the matter the present 
state of things will continue. We have 
heard to-night about the horses having to 
carry heavy loads. It would be a great 
deal better for the horses if they had 
good forage. No horse can work hard on 
bad forage. These are the two points I 
desired to bring before my hon. friend. 
First of all, I would ask him to make a 
change in the way in which meat for the 
troops is passed into camp ; and, secondly, 
[ would strongly urge him to appoint 
inspectors with a special knowledge of 
the subject to pass or reject the forage 
necessary for the horses. 


Sim A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset- 
shire, Wellington) drew attention to the 
large increases in the amount allotted in 
the Estimates under this Vote for the pur- 
pose of sweeping chimneys, and “lime 
and other contingent expenses.” He could 
understand how the increase with regard 
to the latter, which was three times the 
amount of last year, might occur, but he 
could not see why the amount for sweep- 
ing chimneys should be four times the 
amount of last year. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 
8.W.): I wish to ask the hon. Gentle- 


| front. 


man a question with regard to the item, | 


“allowances to wives and children 
soldiers when separated from them.” 
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of | 


for not doing so when the husbands are 
away on active service. I think my hon. 
friend will admit that, whatever may be 
said as to the necessity of maintaining 
discipline in the Army, no question of 
discipline can really enter into considera- 
tion when it is a case of the wife of a 
man serving his country at the front. 
There is also another point. Some few 
weeks ago I put aquestion to the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office with regard 
to the payment of separation allowances 
to the wives of the wounded. I was then 
informed that the War Office were paying 
those allowances, but the hon. Member 
could not say how long that practice was 
to be continued. I think my hon. friend 
will admit that it is but fair that those 
concerned should know whether the War 
Office intend to continue to pay these 
allowances, and, if so, for how long. There 
is one other case I have to bring forward, 
to which I am sure my hon. friend will 
listen sympathetically, and I hope he will 
be able to agree with the view I am going 
to put before him. I want to ask whether 
the War Office cannot consider the very 
hard case of the mothers of many of the 
Reservists who are called up. I may be 
told that it is very difficult to draw a line 
of demarcation, and that you must draw 
the line at a man’s wife. But Ido think 
that the War Office might well consider 
whether they could not pay to these 
mothers, if not the same as to the wives, 
at all events a smaller separation allow- 
ance during the time their sons are at the 
When these Reservists are called 
upon to rejoin the colours it frequently 
causes the loss of the means of subsistence 
as far as the mother is concerned, and 


R 
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the War Office might well consider this 
matter. My hon. friend has been most 
kind in regard to cases I have brought 
before him, but I am now referring to the 
general policy, because when individual 
casesare brought before the authoritiesthey 
always say they cannot go outside the 
instructions which the Secretary of State 
has given. I therefore hope that my 
hon. friend will be willing favourably to 
consider the three points I have brought 
forward, and assure us that, if not in the 
case of the present war, at all events 
should we be unfortunately engaged in 
any future war these matters will not be 
overlooked. 


*GENERAL Sir F. W. FITZ WYGRAM 
(Hampshire, Fareham) was understood 
to suggest that all cavalry officers should 
in every second year of their service be 
sent for a week or ten days to Aldershot 
for a thorough instruction in forage at the 
veterinary school. There is the school, 
and it ought to be made more useful than 
it is. 


Masor RASCH: I should like to say | 


a word with regard to the subalterns 
passing meat. It is quite true that the 
subaltern frequently knows very little 
about it, but the quartermaster who is 


with him knows a good deal, and the | 


odds are that he knows rather too much. 
In reference to forage, I think that if the 
curriculum of young officers who are 
trying for admission included, instead of 
the useless nonsense now to be found, the 
study of a book such as that written by 
the hon. Baronet below me, on horses 
and forage—a book which is about the 
best of its kind that I have read—it 
would remove much of the ignorance 
which is sometimes found in officers in 
regard to hay, oats, and straw. Perhaps 
I might be permitted to say half a dozen 
words with reference to the meat ration. 
Three-quarters of a pound is too little. 
The addition of a quarter of a pound 
means—lI think it was so stated some time 
ago—something like a quarter 
million of money per year, but when from 
three-quarters of a pound of meat you 
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the experiment of giving the British 
soldier three-quarters of a pound of meat 
—which, when cooked, is rather less than 
half a pound—is really more or less in 
the same direction. 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, §.) ; 
I do not know whether the hon. Gentleman 
can give us any explanation of why prac. 
tically the whole of the hay which has 
been used during the present war has 
been obtained from Argentina or else. 
where abroad. I neal the answer 
of the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office, that he could not state the price 
paid, and also that there were difficulties 
as to transport and the cost of transport. 
But I think we should have some explana- 
tion of why. large sums of money have 
been expended abroad when it is quite 
possible that that money might have been 
spent in this country. I can assure the 
hon. Gentleman there is. a great deal of 
dissatisfaction amongst farmers in this 
country, especially in the west of Eng- 
land, with the way in which the Govern- 
ment, to a very large extent, have ignored 
them in regard to the purchase of hay for 
our horses in South Africa; and I hope 
the hon. Gentleman will think it worth 
while to give us some explanation. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My hon. and gal- 
lant friend the Member for Tauuton 
raised the question of the refreshments 
supplied to the troops, and he took ex- 
ception to the fact that such provisions 
had to be paid for out of the canteen 








accounts. That goes to the root of the 
whole policy of providing forthe 


soldier, and another part of the same 
question has been raised by _ the 
hon. and gallant Member for South-east 
Essex, who stated that the meat ration 
is insufficient. All those who are con- 
versant with the matter know that the 
ration at home is 1lb. of bread and 2b. 
of meat, which is increased to 1b. when 
the troops are under canvas. But in 
addition to that a clear 3d. has been given 
for messing, and the canteen system 
_turns upon the way practically in whieh 
| the soldiers manage and finance for them- 


take away the bone and fat—and no} selves the amount of money which is 
soldier with any respect for himself, as! pooled and which is derived from that 


everybody knows, will eat fat if he can help | source. 


Many of the hon. Members who 


it—theration 1s brought downtothesize of | have taken part in this discussion have 
a small sausage, and that really is not been to Aldershot, and they know the 


enough for a growing man. 


I have been | conditions under which the soldiers live. 


told that a horse master brought a horse | But those hon. Members who have not 
to exist on one straw a day, and I think | been to Aldershot have no idea of the 
| 


Mr. Galloway. 
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the public in canteen and recreation 

rooms. There are theatres for sing-songs | 
and other entertainments ; there are | 
rooms for recreation and games, with | 
libraries attached, and the whole of this | 
fabric is earning money for the soldier 
The officers take a good deal of interest | 
in the conduct of these places, the 

accounts are audited for nothing, and a 

great deal of money can be made, thanks | 
to the supplies and assistance which are 

voted by this House. It is out of the | 
money so made that the soldier provides | 
himself with the meals which are really 

necessary in view of the ration which is 

given. I amnot prepared to argue whether 

the change suggested would be better or 

not, for I prefer to give no opinion upon it; 

but I am anxious that the system should | 
be thoroughly understood. I think that 

there is a great deal of misapprehension 

asto the breakfast of the soldier. The 

hon. Member for Lichfield asked me a 

question about the officer in command 

which it is impossible to follow across the 

floor of the House. As to the remarks | 
made by the hon. Member for the Basing- | 
stoke Division, he contends that every 

officer in the Army ought to be an expert | 
on the quality of the food supplied to the 

men and of the forage supplied to the | 
horses, and he advocates the employment 

of civilian experts. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS: I said civilians or 
soldiers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My contention is 
that every officer in the Army ought to 
be an expert on the quality of food sup- 
plied to his men and the quality of the 
forage supplied to his horses. I listened 
with great interest to the speech made 
by the hon. and gallant Member for 
the Fareham Division, and I feel 
sure that in the cavalry regiment 
with which he was connected any young 
officer who did not know good forage 
from bad would have received very short | 
shrift from him. If this is true in regard 
to forage, it is equally true with regard 
to food. The point, however, is one of | 
regimental discipline, and I am convinced | 
that in any well administered regiment 
there is very little room for the abuses 
suggested by the hon. Member. A good | 


commanding officer would no doubt have 
his meat properly inspected while a bad 
commanding officer would probably fail 
The hon. and gallant 


in that respect. 
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amoint of money which has been sunk by | 


| expense is a necessary consequence. 
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Baronet has asked why the items rof 
barrack expenditure have increased so 
much, and why they are higher than 
hitherto. The barracks have never been 
fuller in the history of this century than 
during the last month, and the greater 
The 
hon. Member for the South-west Division 
of Manchester has brought up a question 
in which he has taken so great an interest, 
for he has made himself the champion of 
the dependents of our soldiers who are 
fighting abroad, and personally I thank 
him for the interest he has taken 
in this subject. But as the hon. 
Member has hinted, it is not possible 
to alter the basis of the whole 
system of allowances. The allowance he 
refers to is given in lieu of rations in the 
married quarters, and that is why it is 
given to the wife when the husband is 
separated from her. The theory that the 
Government should provide lodging, fogd, 
and fuel for all the dependents of our 
Army is a proposition which we could not 
entertain. I think my hon. friend will 
see that it would be extremely difficult 
for the War Office to undertake what he 
has indicated. The only other question 
raised is the one put forward by the hon. 
Member for South Somerset, who asks 
why so much hay has been bought out of 
this country. I do not know whether 
the hon. Member was present during the 
debate in regard to the purchase of re- 
mounts, but precisely the same principle 
underlies the purchase of hay which must 
underlie the purchase of all articles for 
our Army. We must get the best article 
at the most moderate price, and it is a 
fact that you can get hay from Canada 
and other places which is considered to 
be the very best forage for this campaign 
at a price infinitely lower than you can 
get hay, as a rule in small quantities, 
from individual farmers in this country. 
I am sure the hon. Member would be the 
last person to say that we should use this 
great emergency as an occasion to benefit 
one class, and we must regard it as a 
business transaction. 


Mr. STRACHEY: Will the hon. 
Gentleman state what the price per ton 
was of the hay bought in Argentina ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It was very much 
less than the price of English hay. 


Mr. STRACHEY : I quite admit the 
force of what the hon. Gentleman has 
R2 
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said, but the Government have repeatedly ' company composed mostly of grown 
refused to say what price they have been| men. The old soldier did not use all his 
paying for hay. It has been stated that | allowance, so that a surplus went to the 
they have paid as much as £8 or £10 a young lad, for whom the ration was not, 
ton abroad when they could buy the best sufficient. We are now talking about. 
hay at half that price at home. getting three years soldiers, and that 
Mn. JEFFREYS : The statement made jneane frat we must have more growing 
by my hon. friend that the cost of ; "iin ek rage: 
Enelich h a de ie 25 at enough food to make them into healthy 
ne h ene f * i “ 0 and strong men, and the meat rations. 
more has quite convinced me that the ought to be increased. 
purchases made were the most economical. . 


Army Estimates. 


It is a fact that shipowners do not like to 
carry hay because it is likely to set on 
fire. It is alsoa very bulky article, and 
the cost of the carriage out there is 
double what the hay costs here. My hon. 


Vote agreed to. 


3. £4,680,000, Clothing Establishments, 
and Services. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON said he thought 


friend said that the soldiers ought to be that something ought to be said upon 
able to tell good forage from bad. The this Vote about that great defect which 
fact is that they do not know how to! had been so painfully illustrated last week 
inspect forage. Perhaps they knew it at Aldershot. He alluded to the practice 
twenty years ago, but they do not know of exercising the soldiers in very hot 
it now. They are not instructed in 1t, weather such as they had recently ex- 
ard they do not inspect the forage in a perienced without any proper covering 
proper way. I did not advocate that to their head. At Aldershot many 
civilians should inspect it, but I said that soldiers fell out of the ranks, many were 
somebody, either civilians or soldiers, taken to the hospital, and a certain num- 
should inspect it, and what I hoped that ber died. It was common knowledge 
my hon. friend would say was that he that an enormous number of men fell out 
would see that the forage was properly of the ranks during the manceuvres last 
inspected. I think that in this most Monday week. Four of the men had 
important duty of inspecting not only died, and his contention was that those 
meat, but forage, some instruction should | }iyes need not have been lost, and those 
be given. casualties need not have occurred at all 


Sik J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, had the men been properly equipped. 


N.E.) said that when the Government of We were sending men out to drill 
Bombay had to supply the Army in 
Egypt with enormous quantities of 
forage, the best forage was found to be 
that which was purchased in Austria. 


year after year in the extremely hot 
sun without any better covering to their 
heads than that absurd garment. known as. 
the forage cap, which some people called 
* smart.” 





In his opinion the forage cap 


CoLonEL WELBY said that in regard Was 4 useless and ridiculous head-dress. 
to the inspection of meat, he had known The forage cap was much too small to keep 
butchers to Jiffer as to the quality, and off the sun, and it had to be worn cocked 
one of the best means he knew of obtain- on one ear. He did not see why the 
ing good meat fora regiment was to put smartness of the British Army should de- 
the butcher into the water cart. pend upon having a very small hat cocked 
on one side of the head. The German 

*GENERAL LAURIE: There is one point | soldiers and the soldiers of other nations 
which has not been satisfactorily answered wore hats with a good broad top to keep 
by the Under Secretary, it is as to the in- the sun off their heads, and why the 
crease of the meat ration. [am aware that British soldier should be bound to wear a 
as he stated messing allowance has been little hat stuck over one ear he could not 
given, but that was intended to provide understand. In India such a thing would 
the soldier with an evening meal instead | not be allowed for a moment, for there 
of requiring him to provide it out of his | they took very good care that the head 
own pocket. The question has become | was covered. He thought that it almost 
more urgent now than in former times, amounted to a crime that soldiers should 
because then we had a comparatively be sent out on a hot summer day, wearing 
small number of young recruits in a forage caps, simply to-be struck down by 


Mr. Strachey. 
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sunstroke. He could not conceive why 
the War Office had not long ago adopted 
amore sensible cap. 





CotonEL WELBY thought the ex- 
planation of the wearing of forage caps 
at Aldershot was to be found in the fact 
that it was necessary to clearly distinguish 
the troops during the manceuvres. The 
soldiers were very much alike, and if they 
had not worn their forage caps there 
would have been no distinguishing mark 
atall. He was perfectly certain that it 
would be found that the reason the forage 
caps were worn was simply to enable the 
forees to be distinguished at some dis- 
tance from each other. They all knew 
that at Aldershot things would get 
terribly mixed up during these manceuvres 
if all the forces were dressed exactly 
thesame. Allusion had been made to 
the necessity of providing a proper forage 
cap. They had had many new forage 
caps, but none of them were really of any 
practical service. It was a remarkable 
thing that they never saw anything de- 
signed by the War Office in common use, 
for they were generally patterns forced 
upon the soldier. He could not under- 
stand why a proper forage cap could not 
be designed. His own belief was that the 
one worn by the German soldiers was the 
most practical. He knew that they did not 
like to copy other nations, but still there 
was a great deal to be said in favour of 
them from a practical point of view. He 
had been informed that the helmet served 
out to the troops had proved very un- 
erviceable in South Africa. For one 
thing, the men could not lie down com- 
fortably wearing it. The only practical 
head-dress in South Africa was the soft 
hat worn by the Yeomanry and City of 
London Volunteers. There were some 
difficulties in regard to a provision of a 
practical head-dress, but he hoped the 
thanges to be introduced into the Army, 
wising out of the experiences obtained in 
the war, would include the provision of 
good practical head-dresses which would 
afford proper protection from the hot sun. 


Lorp EDWARD MANNERS (Leices- 
rshire, Melton) said he agreed with the 
tmarks of his hon. and gallant friend as 
0 the extremely unsuitable character of 
the forage cap. The helmet which was 
sued to the infantry of the Line at home 
fitted too close to the temples, and had 
td brim to afford protection to the eyes 









{19 Junz 1900} 


482 


and the temples from the sun. Besides 
this the helmets were extremely uncom- 
fortable, and those supplied to the London 
police were much better and of a more 
practical shape. He fully endorsed the 
remarks which had been made by his 
hon. and gallant friend as to the ex- 
tremely unsuitable character of the forage 
cap, and he hoped that steps would be 
taken to provide the soldiers not only 
with a good forage cap, but also with a 
more suitable full-dress head-gear. 


Army Estimates. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I very much 
question whether the intelligence of the 
War Office 1s capable of devising an ordi- 
nary rational suit of clothes for the 
British soldier. The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman alluded to fashion, and said 
some caps were not liked because they 
were not smart enough. Are we to 
sacrifice everything, even the lives of our 
soldiers, to fashion? It is _ perfectly 
possible to invent a rational head-dress 
for the British soldier. The British Army 
is the only one in the world which has 
not got such ahead-dress. Why does not 
the hon. Gentleman take an example from 
the Navy! The Navy cap is very much 
like the cap worn by the German soldier, 
and there is nothing smarter. Let the 
hon. Gentleman take courage and put his 
foot down and override all these questions 
of taste, smartness, and fashion. I do 
not know anything more ridiculous than 
a Guardsman walking about London with 
a little tin pot perched on one ear. You 
cannot lie down comfortably in it, and 
when a man stands up he appears to my 
mind a semi-idiot. It is the most ludi- 
crous head-gear ever put on the head of 
a human being. For the undress forage 
cap the sailor shows the way. He looks 
smart init, and there is no reason why a 
cap of essentially the same pattern in 
either red or blue cloth should not be 
given to the soldier. As to the full dress 
cap, there is the large slouch hat tied up 
on one side which is used in Australia 
and South Africa. It is the hat 
which the Cavaliers wore when they 
fought the Roundheads, and which the 
Roundheads wore when they fought the 
Cavaliers with such vigour and effect. It 





is essentially an English invention, and if 
the hon. Gentleman or the Commander-in- 
Chief wants to adda little millinery to it, 
there are ostrich feathers, cocks’ feathers, 
gold lace, and buttons, and whatever is 
done to it, it will not cease to be comfort- 
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able and workmanlike. That is the hat 
for the British Army. Let us go back to 
the seventeenth century, and take the hat 
worn by our great-great-grandfathers. 
As to the forage cap, the sailor’s cap is 
practical and useful. He uses it in all 
sorts of climates ; he does his work in it, 
and goes aloft in it, and practically it has 
never been found to fail. It will, there- 
fore, be to the credit of the War Office, 
now that a number of men have been 
killed through their incapacity, if they 
go back to the Navy for a suitable cap, 
and to the last century for a full dress 
head-gear. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This subject lends 
itself, no doubt, to humorous treatment. 
It is easy to be amused over the eccentri- 
cities of costume which have been the 
theme of the satirists of every age, but 
the subject comes before us to-day because 
of a most melancholy catastrophe, to 
which I have alluded once before. I can 
assure every hon. Member in this Com- 
mittee that no one feels more deeply than 
I do how deplorable it is to have to 
chronicle the deaths of four men at our 
own doors at Aldershot in addition to 
the men who are dying day by day 
in South Africa. The War Office 
is approaching this subject in all serious- 
ness, and every step has been taken to see 
that such an occurrence shall not take 
place again. I would prefer not to go 
into the question as to the exact distribu- 
tion of blame between individuals for the 
death of these four men. No one is more 
deeply sensible of their loss than those 
who directly or indirectly may have con- 
tributed to the catastrophe. I could 
adduce a number of reasons to show that 
although there may have been negligence 
there had not been what I might call 
culpable negligence of such a character 
as to justify this Committee in taking 
action when action has already been 
taken. Although it may not appear 
so to civilians, I think every soldier 
in the Committee will agree with 
me that for the Commander-in-Chief to 
intervene in a divisional command and to 
publicly notify his regret that certain 
things had happened and to direct that 
they shall not occur again is a rebuke of 
a very practical and severe character, and 
I may add that the directions sent to 
Aldershot have been repeated in identical 
terms to all the other commands where 
there are numbers of troops in camp. Our 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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duty ought to be to take steps of a 
ractical kind, and not to try and fix 
Eiaes on this or that individual. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON: No one said g 
word about individuals. 


Mr. WYNDHAM, Yes, but I cannot 
altogether ignore what takes place out- 
side. I think there has been regrettable 
criticism outside this House on the part 
of people who, unlike the service Members 
of this Committee, are not competent to 
decide who is responsible, and they fre- 
quently make grave errors and inflict 
cruel injustice on deserving officers who 
are in no way to blame. I now come to 
the question of the clothing of the British 
Army. A great deal of criticism has been 
offered regarding the forage cap. Let us 
admit it is not a good cap, but my point 
is that you should not expect a cap to do 
duty for a hat. I think that it is better 
that we should concentrate our attention 
on two forms of head-dress—namely, a 
cap and a hat, rather than on the question 
of turning a cap into a hat or a hat into 
acap. That has been at the bottom of 
many of our errors in the past. The cap 
ought to be worn in the early morning or 
in the evening when duty isover. Then it 
issaid that it does not protect from the sun, 
and an attempt is made to make it like 
the hat. The hat must be of some weight 
and resistance if it is to be a protection 
from rain and sun, but then it is said, “It 
is too heavy ; let us try and make it like 
the cap.” What we want is to get 
either a cap or a hat. When we come to 
the question of a hat we are face to face 
with difficulties not entirely connected 
with fashion or mode. How many head- 
dresses are there in the British Army? 
and how many corps are prepared to give 
up their own head-dress? Will the 
Scotch Greys give up their bearskins or 
the Highlanders their bonnets? Then 
we have busbies, astrachan helmets, 
Highland bonnets, and different kinds of 
helmets, and you cannot lay a finger on 
any one of these articles of head-gear 
without really damaging the sentimental 
traditions of some particular corps. It is 
not a question of mere fashion. I am 
often amused at some of the criticisms 
heard on this subject. In one capacity 
the commonsense critic says, “ Why not 
adopt a plain, sensible head-gear ?” butin 
his other capacity as a proud parent of 4 
young son in a crack corps he asks, “ Why 
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destroy the head-dress of that corps which | helmet, though it lasts longer ; but who 
was perhaps worn at Fontenoy or in| is going to stow them away for eleven 
other battles more than one hundred | months out of twelve, when they should 
years ago?” We cannot afford to ignore | last about 144 years, and become a kind 
that altogether. It is part of the capital | of stud for moths. It will be seen, 
on which we run our army. It might be | therefore, that the matter is not so easy 
said that this or that was a ridiculous | as it may seem. We are feeling our way 
hat. So it might be, but it reminds the | towards securing a suitable head-dress for 
men who are in the corps at the present | the whole Army. A smart head-dress, 
day of things which are of great value to | which I would prefer to call the tradi- 
them and of great value to the nation in | tional head-dress of the regiment, will he 
securing troops under the voluntary | provided for full-dress and holiday occa- 
system. I am not prepared to defend | sions to remind the men of the history of 
the forage cap, but the cap was not in-| their regiments, and, in addition, there 
tended, and ought not to be intended, | will be a workmanlike head-dress to be 
and was not designed as a protection | worn by regiments in any part of the 
from the sun. The fact of it is, that to, Empire or out of the Empire. On that 
wear a cap under a hot sun is a mistake. ! we have been at work for a long time. 
Jam prepared to confess that we have not | Sometimes we have been criticised and 
a full supply of full head-gear for all the | laughed at for taking so long at the War 
troops. I make that confession, and I do | Office, but it would be a great mistake 
not think it reflects in the least on the | and a fatal error to decide on a new 
Department or the Director General. | head-dress that would not be acceptable 
We have sent out an immense number of | to the soldier. That would throw back 
different kinds of helmets to South| this reform for years. We cannot force 
Africa, and we can only get a limited | these things on the Army, but the reform 
number from the manufacturers in this |can be effected if we secure an article 
country who are sometimes themselves | which will be satisfactory, and I hope 
interfered with by the trades union con- | that that will be obtained without any 
nected with that manufacture, who object | great delay. We have got to consider 
to the use of apprentices, and soon. Our | tint, texture and weight, and as between 
path is full of difficulties. We have sent | tint, texture and weight we have to strike 
this enormous number of helmets to|a mean suitable to the climate of this 
South Africa, and the result is that a/ country and South Africa. 

portion of our forces at home are for the | 

present without helmets. The lesson to| Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
be learnt is that we must in future have| The hon. Gentleman has in a most 
afar greater reserve of such stores than | interesting and eloauent way laid down 
we ever had before, and that is part of | certain principles which are very useful 
the policy of the Government. Now we}/to the Committee. The Committee 
are aware of what ought to be done and should bear in mind all the difficulties in 
we intend to doit. As I said we cannot,the way of securing a uniform and 
expect from the manufacturers all the } practical head-dress for almost every con- 
head-gear we require for the moment, | dition in a soldier’s career. I think, 
therefore as an emergency measure we | however, the hon. Gentleman is aiming 
are prepared to at once issue, without | at too much if he thinks he can find a 
prejudice as to what finally the head-dress | head-dress which will suit every climate 
of the Army ought or will be, 52,000 | to which the British soldier may be sent. 
light canvas slouch hats for the Militia |The great difficulty in our Army is that 
and Royal Reserves which have to be| we never know where a soldier may be 
drilled. We can get a large quantity of | employed, and under what conditions. 
this class of head-gear, but it is not to he | As to the question of head-dress, I con- 
taken as the final form of the slouch | fess at once that I think that the present 
hat. Let me put another consideration | difficulty is mainly owing to the slight 
before the Committee. Many Militia | which was put some years ago by a 
corps are affiliated to Scotch regiments. | countryman of mine, on the Glengarry cap. 
Are we to supply them with the feather | Then the present cap was invented. I 
bonnet? Why should we sink an enor-|am not quite sure whether it was not 
mous amount of money in that class of | adopted when I was at the War Office, 
head-gear? It costs more than the | but I do not think my heart approved of 
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it, even though my hand did. I believe | to come to grief in its efforts if it attempts 
it was the result of long cogitation and | todo too much, or if it thinks that abso- 
experiment, and was supposed to be very | lute uniformity can be applied to all the 
successful. There is one point with | circumstances, climates, and conditions 
regard to head-dress which ought to be | under which the British soldier serves, 
remembered. A cap is not likely to be | 

very successful if it is not worn onthe; Mr. WARNER: I have worn all these 
place where a cap ought to be worn. If caps, and I think that the worst of them 
a cap is worn on the nose or on the back all was the hard cap. The War Office 
of the head it is not much good to the | is to blame for not having supplied the 
top of the head, and I think that the ex- | Royal Reserve regiments and certain of 
aggerated angle at which the British the Militia regiments with some similar 
soldier is apparently encouraged, for the head-dress. ‘Che Under Secretary for 
sake of a smart appearance, to wear his War has stated that it was impossible to 
cap, is the cause of many of the. provide a suitable head-dress for all cases, 
evils attributed to the cap itself. but he might have supplied a head-dress 
I think hon. Members will recognise the for drilling in the sun. If the troops at 
difficulties connected with this matter if Aldershot had had slouch hats the sad 
they consider the great difficulty they | accidents that happened there would not 
themselves experience in finding a suitable have occurred. I want to draw attention 
head-gear for theirown use. The question | to a question which was the subject 
is not by any means as simple as it looks. | of a serious debate in another place, 
There is the ordinary silk hat, of which I) where there was a consensus of opinion 
am an advocate myself, but I have read | that the War Office were doing wrong. 
columns and columns in the newspapers | I allude to the practice of putting Militia- 
attacking and defending it, and it is! men into old cast clothes. That is not 
certainly a debatable point whether it is the way to get good recruits for the 
good or not. For the purposes of a more Militia. It is said that the Militiaman 
free and easy life the universal practice gets one new suit of clothes. That is 
now is to wear a cloth cap close to the hardly the case. He gets one which may 
head, which has always seemed to me, | be new or partly worn, and one that is 
although comfortable, to be one of the not fit to be put on; and this he has to 
hottest head-dresses anyone can wear. wear for years. I hope the War Office 
We change about ourselves from one will take into serious consideration the 
kind to another, and there is no necessity subject of giving the Militiamen at least 
for uniformity in our case. We have one decent suit of clothes instead of the 
plenty of ingenious people in the shops old worn things which they get at 
who provide us with what we want, present. It is a perfect disgrace and a 
though I doubt if any hon. Member finds hardship to have to put such clothes on, 
any one of the head-dresses usually sold although I believe it is quite true that they 
for use in private life a really good head- have been boiled and cleaned and made 
dress. Therefore the difficulty con- wholesome. A similar complaint may be, 
nected with finding a suitable head dress | made against the accoutrements. I saw the 
for the soldier—who is not so free, and who other day some what were called valises, 
has more strict conditions imposed upon which were to a certain extent serviceable, 
him—is not at all surprising. An hon. but they did not match the others in the 
Member spoke, very properly I think, of regiment. They had been worn by 
the necessity of considering the traditions another regiment, were at least twenty 
of the Army and those little peculiarities years old, and had been sent down to 
and customs which are commonly asso- replace those that were falling to pieces. 
ciated with great events in the past. No In the same way worn-out rifles are 
one can attribute anything of that kind to served out. I hope that some more care 
the helmet or cap of the present day. Both will be taken in supplying Militiamen 
are the creations of our own time. Now | with new clothes, new accoutrements, and 
the hon. Gentleman has told us that the new rifles. 

War Office is engaged, and has been 

for some time engaged, in considering Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
this question. I only hope that he will shire, W.): I am very glad to hear 
apply the excellent rule he has laid down | that the hon. Gentleman the Under 
to-night. I think the War Office is sure Secretary for War is paying some atten- 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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tion to the clothing of the Army, and | 


that the soldier is to be supplied with one 


smart suit for full-dress occasions, | 
and another to wear when work 
is to be done. The Under Sec- 


retary speaks of historical uniforms, 
but I should say that in future sentiment 
will run in favour of loose tunics which 
will recall the glorious deeds in South 
Africa. Iam sure that the young ladies 
would be better pleased to see their 
sweethearts and brothers dressed with 
some reasonable relation to the work 
which they are called upon to do. Re- 
ference has been made to the tight tunics 
and tight stocks of old days which 
destroyed the soldiers’ health. I re- 
member a Committee upstairs which 
investigated this matter. In those old 
times the tunics were so tight that the 
heart was affected, and the soldiers were 
attacked by diseases which were despaired 
of by the Army doctors. Since then the 
clothing of the soldier has been much 
more sensible, and irritable heart and 
aneurisms, and all that class of cases 
directly due to the cramping caused by 
the tight tunic and stock have almost en- 
tirely disappeared. If you give soldiers a 
sensible dress their health will increase in 
due proportion. The ‘man in the street,” 
who is a man of common-sense, has a right 
to expect that common-sense will direct 
the movement of troops at Aldershot and 
other parts of the world. I am glad that 
my hon. friend has taken a grave view of 
the sad affair at Aldershot. The serious 
results of sunstroke are not to be 
measured by the number’ of deaths. 
There are many cases in which the man 
never says anything about it. But aman 
who has had sunstroke is never safe ; 
it affects him for the rest of his life ; and 
he is easily upset in a variety of ways, 
familiar to those who have travelled in 
tropical climates. When I was about to 
travel in the tropics twelve years ago, the 
first thing I did was to go to a friend 
who had experience and ask him what 
precautions I ought to take. He said the 
only danger was from the sun striking 
the head, and the best thing to do was to 
put up an umbrella whenever the sun 
came out. This I did, and I was all 
right. If men do not put on a proper 
head-dress when the sun is blazing, they 
are bound to get sunstroke. I would ask 
my hon. friend the Under Secretary if 
he will lay on the Table of the House the 


results of the full inquiry that has been 
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made into these sad events at Aldershot» 
of the gravity of which the hon. Gentle- 
man has taken a very proper view. I am 
sure that that would relieve apprehension 
and remove misconception. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley): My hon. friend seems to lay the 


‘entire blame of what happened at Alder- 


shot on the War Office, for the want of 
sun helmets. I rise merely to say, in one 
sentence, that I am personally acquainted 
with certain cases where the regimental 
officers made a request for sun helmets, 
and the War Office made no difficulty in 
supplying sun helmets or slouch hats. 


Mr. SCOTT-MONTAGU  (Hamp- 
shire, New Forest): I wish to give my 
experience of the heat wave on the field 
day at Aldershot, and some ideas of mine 
as to how unfortunate occurrences of 
this kind may be avoided in future. 
It is quite true that an excessive heat 
wave came on in the middle of the day, 
which no amount of prevision could have 
anticipated except a previous communica- 
tion with the clerk of the weather. | 
attribute the cases of sunstroke en that 
day to the fact that neither a helmet nor 
a suitable head-dress for a hot day was 
provided. I am certain that if any 
soldier in the Army or Reserve force 
were asked, he would say that the 
helmet, as at present designed, is not a 
suitable head-dress. It is almost im- 
possible to shoot with precision in it. If 
[ had to choose between helmet and 
forage cap, I would prefer the forage cap, 
which is much more comfortable. On 
that particular day it was necessary that 
the Aldershot force should march a 
longer distance than the eastern force, but 
even in the latter a large number 
suffered from the heat, although they 
wore helmets. The best solution of the 
problem would be the provision of a head- 
dress similar to that given to the various 
irregular corps we lately sent out to 
South Africa. It is a great mistake to 
say that the sun in England is less 
powerful than in South Africa. I have 
felt the sun on Salisbury Plain far harder 
and more trying than 1 ever did in South 
Africa. Therefore, when my kon. friend 
is designing the cap pf the future, he 
should design something soft, and which 
will not necessarily obscure the vision, as 
the helmet does. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
Under the adroit management of the 
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Under Secretary for War we have 
drifted into a discussion of the best 
military head-dress of the future. While 
I admire this adroitness, I think we 
should have some sort of explanation as 
to who is responsible for what took place 
at Aldershot. As a matter of fact some 
soldiers died, and a great many suffered 
from sunstroke. How did that occur ? 
A large number of men were taken out 
to manceuvre, when the thermometer was 
above 90 degrees and a hot sun was 


shining, without practically any covering | 


to their heads, and made to march great 
distances. Someone must have been re- 
sponsible. The hon. Gentleman says 
that there was no culpable negligence. 
I do not know what he means 
hy culpable negligence. I do not 
suppose that any officer went out 
with the intention to destroy life; but 
there was negligence, and that negligence 
was palpably culpable. This is not the 
first time it has occurred. We have had 
like stories before, and each time we have 
been told that something is to be done in 
the future. I want to know who is 
responsible. The hon. Gentleman says 
the War Office sent an enormous quantity 
of helmets abroad, and consequently there 
were none at Aldershot. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There were none 


in reserve. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Yes; but if 
that be the case some general or com- 
mander is responsible for what has 
occurred. After all, we credit a general 
with some modicum of common-sense 
which we civilians have; and we know 
that if we send men out to walk a long 
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distance when the sun is shining, without | 


any head-covering, there will be some 
accident. I should like to know whether 


some officer at Aldershot should not have | 
the right to say: ‘The day is unsuited to | 
take these men out for a very long march, | 
and therefore they should stay at home, or | 


the effect will be the sickness of a great 
many men.” I do not agree with the 
hon. Gentleman that we ought not to ask 
who is responsible, but ought only to dis- 
cuss what is to be a fitting head-dress for 
our soldiers in the future. I daresay 
there may be some soldiers who take a 
great pleasure in having a very bad and 
uncomfortable hat because the like was 
worn at the battle of Minden. But the 
world has progressed since that battle, and 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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probably the latest hat is the best under 
all the circumstances. But that is not 
the question of the moment. I want to 
know what are the powers of the Com- 
manding Officer at Aldershot, and how it 
was that that commanding officer, know- 
ing what the heat of the day was, did not 
prevent that march. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
for Lichfield has brought forward a ques- 
tion that has been urged in the House 
before by himself, and also by the hon, 
Baronet the Member for Wigtonshire— 
namely, the great desire on the part of 
the officers of Militia that their men 
should have new clothing. 


Mr. WARNER: I said they should 
have at least one suit of new clothes. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I will not argue the 
question again, but I may say that the 
Militiamen gets two suits which, theoreti- 
cally, have to last in wear seven months 
in ordinary times; whereas the regular 
soldier gets two suits and a tunic which 
have to last two years. 


Mr. WARNER: They are made of 
different cloth. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am sure that the 
hon. Gentleman will agree with me that 
the clothes ought to last at least more 
than one or two trainings. It is clear 
that to give a brand-new outfit in each 
case would entail a great cost compared 
with that of the Regular Army. In my 
own mind, and that of Lord Lansdowne, 
the plan of issuing old clothes to the 
Militia has been pushed much too far, 
and a remedy for that grievance has been 
considered. But hon. Members will re- 
member that at the beginning of the 
session I had to withdraw any permanent 
proposals with regard to the Militia. I 
trust, however, that Lord Lansdowne 
may be in a position, after the experience 
of this summer, to arrive at a conclusion 
in regard to the matter before the end of 
the session. The other speeches have 
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turned on the casualties at Aldershot. I 
_have really nothing to add to what I have 





already said. The hon. Member was not 
in the House when I gave a narration of 
the facts. Directly the heat came on the 
“cease fire” was sounded, and the men 
were ordered home. But it was then too 
late. When I put forward all the facts 
I am sometimes accused of representing 
that such a catastrophe was inevitable. 
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I did not say that at all. I say that|the journey to and from South Africa, 
such an occurrence can be avoided, but | and yet another for 2s. 6d., which has to 
only by experience and practice. With | be divided amongst five regiments! It 
the Royal Reservists. and many new | is comforting to know that while we are 
Militia battalions and new officers, it is| spending so many millions on the war 
impossible to expect that everything will | the War Office authorities are econo- 
go as well as when some one General | mising in regard to pence. This is, 
has commanded a division for three or | though small, a serious grievance. 

four yearsin succession. It is not fair, in | Mr. BROWN (Shropshire, Wellington) 


such circumstances, to pick out for blame | _ : 
one officer who has done his best, and say | said he had heard that the ambulance 


“You, and you alone are responsible.” | wagons were not at all what they might 


The War Office is responsible certainly | 
for having followed the policy of many | 
years in not having a large supply of | 
150,000 helmets in store. We did not | 
adopt that policy, nor did our prede- | 
cessors; and I do not believe that any- | 


| be expected to be, and he suggested that 


experiments should be made with the 
object of securing a more convenient 
wagon, and one which could be more 


| easily drawn. 


Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) 


one without the experience of South | said it would greatly assist the formation 
Africa would have questioned the policy | of rifle clubs if rifles and a certain number 
we did adopt. | of rounds of ammunition were granted to 


Caprain NORTON: I would like to members on more favourable terms than 
ay : | at present. 


ask just one question as to the sanitary | 
arrangements of the Royal Clothing) Caprain NORTON asked the Under 


Factory. For some time past the work-! Secretary for War whether he had con- 
people have made complaints of the| sidered the possibility of utilising the 








shocking state of these arrangements. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: On a point of 
order. Might not this matter come better 
under the Barracks Vote ? 


Vote agreed to. 


4, £8,000,000, Warlike 
Stores : Supply and Repair. 


Mr. WARNER: I wish to ask a ques- 
tion on the state of the rifles throughout 
the country. I know the difficulty at the 
present time of supplying rifles and re- 
placing those that are worn out. But 
many of the rifles given to troops that 
may be sent abroad any day are quite 
worn out, and some of them are obsolete. 


Str A. ACLAND-HOOD: I wish to 
call attention to the grievance felt very 
strongly by soldiers who have deductions 
made from their pay in connection with 
what is called barrack damages. I have 
a note from an officer in command of a 


and other 


battalion 900 strong in South Africa, who | 


had served upon him a demand for one 
penny! That demand was sent 6,500 
miles, all the way to Bloemfontein, and 
sent back the other 6,500 miles, and the 
sum of one penny has to be divided 
between 900 men! I have seen another 
demand for a halfpenny, which has also 
travelled the 13,000 miles involved in 


‘large number of Mauser rifles which were 
|coming into our hands in South Africa, 
and also some part of the ammunition 
'which had not been destroyed, for the 
_ benefit of rifle clubs. Even if it were not 
| considered advisable to give the rifles for 
‘nothing, the members of rifle clubs might 
| be allowed to purchase them at a small 
cost. 

Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead) asked the 
' Under Secretary where the War Office 
was purchasing its field guns. Twelve 
months ago the Financial Secretary to. 
the War Office, in reply to a question put 
by him, said that the authorities were 
converting some of their present field 
pieces into so-called quick-firing guns, and 
also that they had under consideration a 
quick-firing field piece, which, no doubt, 
would be the best—as usual. But from 
that day to this we knew nothing as to 
who was making these guns. He asked, 
therefore, who was making these guns, 
and where they were being made, and 
why this great increase was necessary ; 
'also, whether the guns were made in this 
-country or abroad; whether they were 
| our own design ; whether they were con- 
| verted guns, converted from the old slow- 
‘firing field pieces, or whose design they 
/were. He respectfully put these questions 
'to the hon. Gentleman, and would like to. 


have an answer thereto. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Not only the 
guns, but in the stores we shall receive 
at the termination of the war, there will 
be many articles in a much worn con- 
dition, and that undoubtedly will neces- 
sitate their replacement by others which 
we hope will be an improvement. We 
hope to profit by our new experience. 
A great part of our ambulance stores 
went to South Africa, and it has 
been found desirable for the future 
to build lighter ambulance wagons for use 
on rough ground. With regard to the 
small] claims, as soon as the War Office 
discovered the system they stopped it as 
far as possible ; but you must have a 
method in these matters, but in every 
system there should be a certain amount of 
elasticity. Rifles and ammunition are 
supplied to rifle clubs at the cost of pro- 
duction, and cannot be supplied cheaper. 
The gun licence has also been withdrawn 
upon all rifles belonging to rifle clubs, 
and beyond that we are not prepared to 
go. It is not the intention of the Govern- 
ment to supply those clubs with rifles 
free when the wants of the Army and the 
Volunteers have to be attended to. With 
regard to field guns, as to which the hon. 
Member for Gateshead asked a series 
of categorical questions, I do not think I 
ought tosay where they are being purchased, 
but as to the type of gun, I think I can 
show him in afew words the type of gun 
we shall get. The new guns which have 
been ordered embody all the latest im- 
provements, some of which come from the 
type of one manufacturer, say Vickers, 
and others were evolved at Woolwich. 
This gun would fire eight rounds per | 
minute instead of five, and we only | 
ordered a sufficient number for six or | 
seven batteries of horse artillery and | 
thirty-six batteries of field artillery. This 
will afford an experiment on a large scale, | 
and if the gun turns out to be the best | 
that money can buy, the artillery will be | 
armed with it. 


Mr. ALLAN again asked whether the | 
guns were being made in this country or | 
purchased from abroad. Was the War 
Office still in the arena of experiment with | 
field guns for the Army, and would the | 
right hon. Gentleman say upon what | 
ground he based the expenditure of | 
£802,000 of public money in this way? | 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already | 
answered these questions. I am not pre- | 
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nee to go into details on the subject ; 
ut the majority of the guns have been 
ordered from manufacturers in this 
country, and some from the arsenal at 
Woolwich. When the hon. Member asks 
if the War Office is still in the arena of 
experiment, my answer is that they 
always are and always will be. 


CarTtaiNn NORTON: Will the rifle 
clubs be allowed to purchase the Mauser 
rifles, thousands of which are now coming 
into our hands in South Africa, at a 
reasonable price ? 


*Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth) 
said he would like to ask two questions. 
The Vote before the Committee was to 
provide for current wants, and he wished 
to know whether the War Office fixed a 
standard of reserve with regard to the 
various armaments and equipment which 
should always be maintained. He pre- 
sumed a reserve was kept, bt't he wished 
| to know whether these items under discus- 
| sion meant that when an extra strain was 
|put upon the country our reserve of 
| armaments and equipment entirely dis- 

appeared. He asked the question in 
| order to afford the right hon. Gentleman 
|an opportunity of an explanation. The 
reserve cavalry regiments had been 
‘lamentably deficient in saddlery if he 
could trust the information which he had 
received, and which had come from well- 
‘informed sources. The second point he 
| wished to refer to was the growing ex- 
|penditure by the War Office for boats 
and vessels. That appeared to him to be 
| more a matter for the Admiralty, but he 
noticed under Sub-head E an item of 
£45,000 for boats and vessels. He ob- 
jected to the item because soldiers were 
not the proper persons to take charge of 
boats and vessels. Under Sub-head I. 
there was an item of £80,000 for a 
similar matter, “including vessels and for 
repairs.” He desired some explanation of 
these items, as it appeared to him that 
inside the War Office a miniature Ad- 
miralty was growing up, and he objected 
to the principles. 


Captain NORTON pressed for an 
answer as to what was being done with 
the thousands of Mauser rifles coming 
into the possession of our troops in South 
Africa, whether they were to be sold in 
South Africa, or whether they would be 
sold in this country for the benefit of rifle 
clubs. 
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Mr. HARDY (Kent, Ashford) pointed 
out that although the Yeomanry were 
taken to different places in order to be 
trained, and to acquire greater skill in 
shooting, it was rather late in the day to 
allow them to shoot with obsolete 
weapons. He drew attention to the 
carbines now being issued, and asked 
whether the old form of carbine was 
being manufactured and issued, or whether 
it was intended to arm the Yeomanry 
with an improved and more modern 
weapon. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Baronet 
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Army Estimates, 498. 
Vote agreed to. 


5. £2,670,700, Works, Buildings, 
and Repairs. Cost, including Staff for 
Engineer Services. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON desired to 
know what was being done as to the 
erection of the new barracks in Millbank. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Financial’ 
Secretary to the Treasury no doubt knew 
this subject by heart, as he had been 
bombarded by questions upon it. He (Dr. 
Farquharson) was very anxious upon the 
question, having regard to the fact that 





the Member for Great Yarmouth has | the St. George's Barracks abut on 
really raised a very large question. Asj|the National Gallery. He wished to 
to reserves of armaments and equipment, | know when the War Office was going to 
of course there are reserves in this|do its share towards the preservation of 
country, but they are not, in the opinion | the very valuable pictures of the nation 
of the Director General of Ordnance, at ; from the risk of being destroyed ; and 
all adequate to meet our needs, nor do I | when people might lie down at night 
think that a fixed standard of reserve has | without the reflection that a fire might 
been arrived at or maintained in respect | dissipate the whole of these valuable 
of many articles. It is a very important | pictures acquired at great expense. The 
question, and one upon which the | strong argument against removing the 
Director General was at work long before | barracks appeared to be that this was a 
the war broke out, and a Committee has great recruiting ground ; but if the right 
been engaged in collecting a great deal of | hon. Gentleman had been down to the 
evidence on which the Government will | barracks and seen the way in which the 
act. As, however, I shall have to explain | recruiting was done he would admit that 
the programme adopted to the House, I | nothing was so likely to chill the early 
would ask the hon. Member not to) military ardour of the recruit as taking 
anticipate the explanation now. But the | him to this barracks, which was a deadly, 
principle of a fixed reserve has been | dreary, depressing, dirty hole. The first 
accepted. The War Office is not going to thing to bedone was to clear the barracks 
enter into competition with the Admiralty | away, and put them where they ought to 
in the matter of vessels and boats, but | be, at Millbank. There was only eighteen 
there are cases in which money is saved | inches of brickwork between the Turner 








by the Army having its own boats, as, 
for example, to tow targets, to carry 
coals and stores from one shore to another. 
We recognise the necessity of arming 
all the troops with the most recent 
weapon, and as soon as a better carbine is 
obtained it will be supplied to the 
Yeomanry. 

*Sir J. COLOMB asked whether, 
when the hon. Gentleman came to the 
House with his proposals, he would be in 
a position to say who was responsible 
for the present condition of things. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No one is re- 
sponsible.“ The (sovernment is re- 
sponsible, 

Captain NORTON: And what about 
the Mauser rifles ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I will consider 
that suggestion, but the time is not ripe. 


Room in the National Gallery and the 
canteen room of the barracks, which 
might be filled with inflammable materials, 
/and what possible precaution could be 
| taken to protect the National Gallery 
from fire or smoke, volumes of which 
would be projected in at the windows if 
the wind was blowing in a favourable 
| direction? The hon. Member also asked 
| what was being done to make the Piershill 
| barracks more sanitary. It was unfair 
that young people should be compelled to 
live in such a very insanitary place. He 
also pressed for information as to the 
| working of the sewage farm at Aldershot. 


| Captain NORTON said that perhaps 
the Financial Secretary would be able to 
say what steps, if any, had been taken with 
regard to the improvement of sanitary 
arrangements at the factory at Pimlico. 
Very grave complaints, he was informed, 











-499 Supply— 


had been made with regard to the sanitary 
arangements there. 


Mr. WARNER noticed that in the 
Vote there was no sum put down for huts 
or anything of that description. A very 
large number had been ordered, and he 
thought their cost ought to appear in this 
Vote. Wooden huts were essentially 


temporary matters, and that item should | 


appear. 


Captain JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.) 

asked what progress had been made in 
the provision of cubicles in barracks. He 
drew attention to the fact that consider- 
able interest was displayed in this subject 
in the previous year, and it would be 
interesting to know what steps had been 
taken. Another subject to which he drew 
-attention was the lighting of the barrack 
rooms, which in a great many cases, 
especially in the sleeping rooms, were 
ighted with only one gas burner, and 
hat very often a very bad one. Any- 
thing more depressing could not be 
Conceived. He wished to know whether 
there was any intention to instal the 
electric light in barracks. 


*Sm J. COLOMB asked why no pro- 
vision was made in this Estimate for the 
accommodation of the garrison at Wei- 
hai-wei. He also called attention to the 
fact that for the first time a sum of 
£25,400 appeared in these Estimates in 
respect of the garrison at Esquimalt. 
Under the old system the cost of the 
garrison at Esquimalt was defrayed by 
the Government of Canada. 


Mr. ALLAN asked why in this Vote 
there was nothing allowed for the defence 
of the river Tyne. There were no fortifi- 
cations there for the defence of the river, 
which was second in importance to none 
in the Empire. It had on its banks what 
was practically the principal arsenal in 
the Empire, even excelling that of Wool- 
wich. He should be glad to know why 
there was nothing on the Estimates for 
the defence of the river. 


{COMMONS} 
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of troops will remain in South Africa, 
and very probably a certain number will 
/come back before there is barrack accom- 
/modation for them in this country, 
Therefore, we are making provision for 
the supply of huts. There is also a sum 
| of about £47,000 for putting up store- 
houses in which the reserve stores will be 
| placed. With that exception there is 
nothing in this Vote which raises any 
/new question of policy. With regard 
to the Esquimalt garrison, an arrange- 
iment has been come to between the 
| Colonial Office and the Government of 
| Canada in accordance with which Canada 
will eventually contribute £12,500 of 
‘this money. If the hon. Member for 
| West Newington can point out any 
grave defect in the sanitary arrangements 
at the Pimlico dep6t the matter will be 
attended to. As to the question of 
cubicles, it will be recollected that the 
_Government undertook to build barracks 
so that the cubicle system could be intro- 
|duced. That has been done, and ex- 
periments have been made, but the last 
six months has not been suitable for 
_ these experiments. 


Captain NORTON asked where the 
enormous number of huts to be provided 
| in this country were to be put up. 


| 
| Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
|THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powett- 
, WittiAMs, Birmingham, S.): The exact 
| localities have not been definitely settled. 
| The question as to the National Gallery 
should have been addressed to my right 
| hon. friend at the head of the Office of 
| Works. There is no actual contact. be- 
tween the National Gallery and the St. 
|George’s Barracks. But as soon as the 
| barracks at Millbank are completed there 
| will be a removal from Trafalgar Square 
to them. The work at Millbank is being 
pushed forward as rapidly as possible, but 
I cannot say when it will be finished. As 
regards the barracks at Piershill the hon. 
Gentleman is under a misapprehension. 
| The barracks at Piershill may not be the 
feavaps comfortable, but they certainly are 
not such as to be wholly condemned. The 





Mr. WYNDHAM : The defence of the | sanitary condition of the sewage farm at 
Tyne and the accommodation of the garri- | Aldershot is first rate, and it is un- 
son at Wei-hai-wei were provided for in| doubtedly an advantage to the camp to 
the loan of last year. The Government | receive supplies from it. 


are taking £500,000 for huts in South | 
Africa, and £500,000 for huts at home. Mr. ALLAN: MayTI call the hon. 


It is quite certain that a certain number | Gentleman’s attention to the fact that it 


Captain Norton. 
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is well known that Piershill barracks are 
insanitary, notwithstanding what he may 
say to the contrary. I dare say it is 
simply because they happen to be Scotch 
barracks that you are not interested in 
them. It is well known that they are | 
the most insanitary barracks in the whole 
of Scotland. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON stated that 
residence in Piershill barracks was harm- 
ful to the health of the men. He also 
remarked that there was no use trying to 
get away from the fact that the canteen 
room of St. George’s Barracks was 


{19 JuNE 1900} 





separated by only eighteen inches from 
the National Gallery. He could state on | 
the authority of the President of the | 
Royal Academy that the National Gal- | 
lery was subjected to great danger in | 
that way. 


CotonEL WELBY stated that on} 
account of the insanitary condition of | 
Piershill Barracks it would be far better | 
instead of spending money on them to | 
remove them right away to another place. | 


| 

Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS pro- | 

mised to take the opinion of the Director- | 

General of the Army Medical Department 

as to the actual sanitary condition of the 
buildings and site of Piershill barracks. 


Vote agreed to. 


6. £113,800, Establishments for Mili- 
tary Education. 
7. £66,900, 
Services. 

8. £1,611,000, Retired Pay, Half-Pay, 
and other Non-Effective Charges for 
Officers, We. 


: 


Miscellaneous Effective 


Mr. BOSCAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge) 
drew the attention of the Committee to 
the manner in which Line officers serving 
in the Militia had been treated with 
reference to retired pay. It had been 
the custom of the War Office to try and 
attract Line officers into the Militia by 
giving them extra pensions or additional 
retired pay if they served a certain num- 
ber of years inthe Militia. On embodi- 
ment, however, the retired pay was taken 
away altogether, so that during the whole 
of the embodiment the officers merely 
received the ordinary pay of a Line 
There were other instances in 
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which the treatment of the officers was 
absurd. It would be said that the officers 
knew perfectly well that they would not 
receive retired pay if the Militia was 
embodied, but from the point of view of 
broad policy he denied that it was wise 
to deprive the officers at a time of national 
emergency of money which really repre- 


/sented pension for past services. He 


hoped that this matter would be very fully 
considered, and that the War Office would 
treat these officers not merely with bare 
justice but with liberality. 


Mr. ALLAN: This Vote is entitled 
“For half-pay and other charges for 
officers,” and the total of this Vote repre- 
sents £1,611,000. If I am not at all 
diverging from the point, I should like to 
ask the reason why that sum of money is 


| voted for officers, while there is a less 
| sum of money voted for the non-commis- 


sioned officers and men. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: With 
regard to the question just raised, the 
answer is a very simple one. The con- 
ditions of service which the officers 
accept, and which the men accept are 
provided for in this Vote. The officer 
accepts a commission on the condition 
that he is entitled to a certain pension. 
The soldier, on the other hand, accepts 
service in the Army on a different con- 
dition. The one condition results in the 
charge provided for in this Vote, and the 
other in the charge to which the hon. 
Member has also referred, and which is on 
another Vote. Turning to the question 
raised by my hon. friend the Member for 
Tonbridge, I think he has put his finger 
upon an anomaly. He points out that 
the officer who has retired with a pension 
has the whole of his pension stopped 
whilst the Militia with which he is serv- 
ing is embodied ; while on the other hand, 
another officer who has retired on a gra- 
tuity has the advantage of the interest 
on that gratuity without any stoppage 
as was formerly the case. I think that is 
an anomaly, and I will call the attention of 
my noble friend the Secretary of State to 
the matter with a view to taking his 
opinion as to whether something cannot be 
done in regard to it. With regard to the 
general question, however, I do not think 
my hon. friend has made out a grievance. 
A retired officer joins the Militia on thecon- 
dition that he should receive a certain pen- 
sion ; embodiment takes place, and during 
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certainly pecuniarily better off than he 
would be if he were receiving only his 
pension. The difficulty in the way of his 
receiving his pension at the same time 
that he receives full pay is that he may 
be serving alongside a brother officer who 
would not be receiving anything like as 
much for his services as the retired officer 
serving with the Militia would get, if he 


got not only his full pay but his pension , 


also. I think that is the answer to my 
hon. friend, and he can hardly expect 
under such circumstances that any 
change will be made. 


Mr. BOSCAWEN: May I point out 


that the man who takes a gratuity re- , 


ceives the interest on that gratuity in 
addition to his pay. The other man asks 
simply that he should get the equivalent 
to that interest, otherwise he is not really 
getting full pay, as a part of the pay 
comes from the Government and the other 
part really out of his own pocket, because 
during embodiment he is losing the whole 
of his pension. 


Vote, agreed to. 


9. £1,379,000, Pensions and other 
Non - Effective Charges for Warrant 
Officers, Non-Commissioned Officers, Men, 
and others. 


{COMMONS} 
the period of embodiment that officer is | 





the House. 504 


say—that the Ordnance Factory Vote is 
| included in the Army Estimates. I sup- 
| pose, therefore, in the strictly technical 
| sense it is down forto-day. But I believe 
in ordinary practice it is taken separately, 
and if objection is seriously taken to it 
|the Government will not press it. At 
| the same time, it would be a convenience 
_if we could get it to-night. 


Mr. CALDWELL: It is one of those 
_ Votes upon which there is always a con- 
sideravle amount of discussion, and it 
is always put down separately. That is 
the reason I objected ; not that I wished 
| to hinder progress at all. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


| Civin SERVICE AND REVENUE Depart- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


Ciass VI. 
11. £284,058, to complete the sum for 
Superannuations and Retired Allowances. 
___12. £1,800, to complete the sum for 
_ Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions. 


13. £725, to complete the sum for 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other Al- 
lowances. 


Cuass VII. 


| 14, £9,452, to complete the sum for 


; | Temporary Commissions. 
10. £186,000, Superannuation, Com- | 


pensation, Compassionate Allowances and | __15. £1,370, to complete the sum for 


Gratuities. | Miscellaneous Expenses. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 


16. £1,000, to complete the sum for 


“That a sum, not exceeding £63,000, be | Paris Exhibition, 1900. 


granted to Her Majesty, to defray the | 
Charge for the Ordnance Factories (the | 
cost of the Productions of which will be | 
charged to the Army, Navy, and Indian | 
and Colonial Governments), which will | 
come in course of payment during the. 
year ending on the 3lst day of March, | 
1901.” | 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : | 
This Vote is not down for to-day—— 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- | 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): The hon. Gentleman, I think, was 
about to rise to a point of order ? 


Mr. CALDWELL: Yes. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am given to 


understand—though it is not for me to | 
Mr. J. Powell-Williams, ! 





Resolutions to be reported upon Thurs- 
day ; Committee to sit again To-morrow. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACT (1890) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid): 
Might I ask the hon. Gentleman whether 
he can give us any idea as to when the 
Housing of the Working Classes Bill will 
come on ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Monday, 
I think. 


Motion made, and Question, “That 
this House do now adjourn,”—(Mr. Bal- 
four)—put, and agreed to. 


Adjourned accordingly at twenty 
minutes before Nine o’clock.. 
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YS ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. rae hier 


Wednesday, 20th June, 1900. Petition from Peebles, ay estab- 
lishment ; to lie upon the Table. 
| 





SUNDAY BILL. 


| Petitions in favour, from Worthing ; 
Maidstone ; Farnworth ; Alnwick (six) ; 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 








CHRISTCHURCH AND BOURNEMOUTH 


TRAMWAYS BILL. | Newbury ; Belford ; Berwick-on-Tweed ; 

Read the third time, and passed. [New | Cullercoats; Berkhampstead ; Summit ; 
Title. } |Gateshead-on-Tyne (two); Morpeth; 
| Cromer; Bilston; Whitley Bay (four) ; 

PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP D). Shankhouse; Upholland; Aylsham ; 


Mr. ALEXANDER HARGREAVES Brown | Peckham; Cramlington; Eastleigh ; 
reported from the Committee on Group Wilby; Whaplode; Glascote ; Green- 
D of Private Bills, That, for the better hithe ; Tamworth; Fazeley ; Stretford ; 
securing of a uniform decision with that | Norwich; Witney ; Worthing ; Maiden- 
of the Select Committee on Electric; head; Downham Market; Lancaster ; 
Power Bills, the Committee had adjourned and Helson ; to lie upon the Table. 
till Thursday, the 28th instant, at Twelve | 


schyggaesuan SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
li he Tabl | CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Report to lie upon the Table. | Petitions against, from York ; Ports- 


_mouth ; South Somerset ; Rhondda Val- 

ROCHDALE CORPORATION BILL. Jey ; Eccles ; North Berkshire ; Coventry ; 

Reported from the Select Committee | Walsall; Northampton (two) ; Tunbridge 

on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills Wells ; Redditch ; Reading (three) ; and 
(Section A), with Amendments. Report Norwich ; to lie upon the Table. 


i he Tal be printed. Tee: aN 
ee ee Petitions in favour, from Sheffield (sixty- 


three) ; Southampton (twenty-nine) ; Bir- 
bi | mingham (thirty-three) ; Grimsby (seven) ; 
PETITIONS. Hirwain ; Cleethorpes (two) ; Penydarren ; 
Clydey ; Barnsley (twenty) ; Wood Green 
; (two) ; Latchford ; Merthyr Tydfil ; Lov- 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. ington; Castle Cary; South Barrow ; 
Petitions against, from Maxwelltown ;| South Cheriton; Long Sutton; Bristol 
Greenock; Dunoon; Lanark; and (ten); Shepton Mallet; Evercreech ; 
Motherwell ; to lie upon the Table. | Montgomery ; Wincanton; Yenston ; 
Govan; Milborne Port; Pilton ; Liscard 

FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. (two) ; Irthlingboro’; Kettering ; Warb- 
Petition from Argyll, for alteration ; ag 2 Long Sutton ; Mansfield ; Peters- 
to lie upon the Table. field; Barrow -on-Soar ; Letheringsett P 
Shoreham ; Tulse Hill; Herne Hill (four) ; 

7 ve ' sc qu Mansfield Woodhouse; Wadebridge ; East- 
CENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF — wood: W arsop ; Sleasley Vale ; Irchester ; 





SALE) (SCOTLAND) BILL. Coseley ; Seghill ; Whitlev Bay (seven) ; 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to Monk Bretton (four); Low Swithen ; 
lie upon the Table. Darton ; Great Houghton ; Gawber ; 
Neweastle-on-Tyne (six); Chadderton 

LUNACY BILL. (two); North Moor; Heyside; Jarrow- 


| on-Tyne ; Hebburn ; Spennymoor (two) ; 
Hett ; East Howle; Stockton-on-Tees ; 
'Coxhoe (two); Dartmouth Park ; West 
; | Bowling; Bradford; Sedgley (two). 
PETTY CUSTOMS ABOLITION (SCOT- | Bilston (two); Old Buckenham ; Little’ 


Petitions for alteration, from Chorley ; 
and Ticehurst ; to lie upon the Table. 


on LAND) BILL. ; _ | Shall; Wadebridge ; Margate (two) ; St, 
Petition from Cupar, against ; to lie | Peters; Ramsgate (four); Wendling. 
upon the Table. | Holt; Cromer; Reading (ten); Grey. 
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friars; Riston; Weybourne; Sunder- | . ; Gateshead (five); Darlington ; 
land (four); Notting Hill; Mansfield ;| Baildon; South Monmouth; Morton; 


Mareham-le-Fen ; 


orncastle; Lowes- Ilkley ; New Miller Dam ; Barugh (two) ; 


toft; Coningsby ; Canterbury ; Shaldon; Higham; Smithies; Lanmer; Middles- 
Dawlish ; Clay Cross (three); Stepney ; | brough (six) ; Hartlepool; Wolsingham ; 


Blakeney ; George Hughes; Shering- 
ham; Bargoed; North Brixton; Clay- 
next-Sea; Brixton (three) ; Lewisham 


(two) ; Bolton ; Whitwick ; Pontypridd ; | 


j 
| 
| 


Brockley Road ; Deptford ; Teignmouth ; | 


Newton Abbot (two) ; Newent,; Chelms- 
ford ; Gellygaer (three) ; Llanbedr (two) ; 
Penebo; Barmouth; Harlech; Arthog ; 
Dolgelly ; Merrington Lane ; Bewholme ; 
Hornsea ; Derby; Brimington; Wool- 
ley; Hetton Downs; Tower Ham- 
lets ; Calow ; Grassmoor (two); Ches- 
terfield ; South Wales;  Trefriw ; 


Pool; Four Lanes; Redruth (four) ; 
Portreath ; Tolskithy ; Camborne (two) ; 
Broad Lane ; Worsley ; Tow Law (two); 
Egglesburn ; Northallerton ; Billy Row ; 
West Hartlepool; Stockton - on - Tees ; 
Auckland Park; Saltburn-by-the-Sea ; 
Staindrop ; Darlington (six) ; Stockton- 
on-Tees (four) ; Bishop Auckland (two) ; 
Guisborough ; Carlin How ; Beeth ; West 
Hartlepool (two) ; Whitby ; Binchester ; 
Northallerton ; Skelton ; Margrove Park ; 
Frosterley ; Coundon Gate ; Evenwood ; 


| Middleton-in-Teesdale ; Brougham Street ; 


Standish (three); Blyth (two); Win-, 


ster; West Sleekburn ; Newton 
Hyde ; Mount Sorrell; Netherfield ; 


Bedlington Colliery ; Marlborough (two) ; 
Coniston; Wawne: Newport (Isle of 
Wight) ; Sutton; Carlisle ; Aldershot ; 
Netherton ; Platt Bridge; Yeovil; De- 
vizes ; Orrell ; Chertsey (two) ; Widnes ; 
Brisley ; Wellington ; Timsbury ; Thorpe 
St. Matthew ; New Catton ; Southgate ; 
Eaton St. Andrew ; Taunton ; Wigan ; 


Shore Edge; Oldham; Manchester ; 
Royton ; Withington; Workington ; 


Little Hulton (two) ; Cockermouth (two) ; 
Eighton Banks; Windy Nook; Little 
Broughton ; Wyndham Road; Chorley 
(five); Withnell Mill; Wheelton ; Cop- 


pull; Brinscall ; Adlington ; Mount- 
sorrell ; Whittle-le- Woods ; Euxton ; 


Kelvedon (two); Halstead; Mossley ; 
Maldon ; Bocking; Whitwick ; Kilmar- 


nock; Stisted; Heyside; Southend-on- | 


Sea; Althorne ; Blinderakes ; Aspatria ; 
Thirsk; Bury (three); Alverstoke ; 
Liverpool (three) ; Basingstoke ; Devizes ; 
Coundon Gate ; Wellington ; St. George’s- 
in-the-East ; Battersea (three); Farn- 
worth (three) ; Lopen ; Middleton ; Vent- 
nor; Ratcliff; Kearsley ; South Hayling ; 
Shankhouse ; Woodford ; Leyton ; Wal- 
thamstow ; Southsea ; Walton-on-Thames; 
Cromer ; Leytonstone (five) ; Elkington 
Street; Earsdon ; Emsworth ; Haslingden ; 
Leicester ; Oswaldtwistle ; Heywood ; 
Newton Row; Smithy Bridge; Hay 
Mills; Yardley; Cranleigh; Crabbery 
Hall; Mapplewell; Shafton ;  LEast- 


leigh ; Halifax; Hoyle Mill; Boldron ; 
Bishop  Auck- | 


Ardsley ; Hebburn ; 


Close House ; Shildon ; North Ormesby ; 
Toronto ; Deri; Whitby ; Old Shildon; 
New Shildon ; Howden-le-Wear ; Eston ; 
Thirsk ; Stockton ; Rawmarsh ; Rother- 
ham (four); Topsham ; Fivehead ; North 
Petherton ; Bridgwater (two) ; Ilminster ; 
North Curry ; Midgley ; Stafford ; War- 
minster ; Great Somerford (two) ; Shers- 
ton Magna ; Seagry ; Cleverton ; Malmes- 
bury; Hullavington; Garsdon; Hetton 
Downs ; Newcastle ; Rochester ; Oakley ; 
Broadwell ; Bourton-on-the- Water ; Atter- 
cliffe ; Tetbury ; Cirencester(two) ; Bleding- 
ton ; Newport (Mon.) ; Skewton Magna ; 
Brighton ; Carlton ; Bolton ; Leeds (thirty- 
two) ; Exeter (two); Burnt Hill ; Quick’s 


Green; Glasgow; Andover; LEaston; 
Workington ; Hunslet ; Youndhay ; 


Brighton ; Lancaster; Clapton; Strat- 
ford; Brixham (two); Alnwick (four); 
Belle Vale; Nelson; Blaenavon ; Garn- 
diffaith ; Abersychan ; Bilton ; Cwmbach ; 
Coventry ; Windsor; Llanfihangel Go- 
bion; Lower Clapton; Shotley Bridge ; 
Westwood ; Blackhill ; Annfield Plain ; 
Soham (four) ; Milkwell Burn ; Newbury ; 
Pontypridd (two) ; Liverpool ; Hougham ; 
Ashton-in-Makerfield ; Bradwell ; Buxton ; 
Wokingham ; South Croydon ; Plymouth; 
Great Berkhampsted (two); Hallow; 
Worcester ; Croydon (sixteen) ; Thornton; 
Berkhampsted ; Heath ; Compstall ; Tor- 
quay ; Plymouth; Ulverston; Yeadon 
(two); Stockcross; Abercarn (two) ; 
Buchan; Cartmel; Paisley ; Mynyddis- 
Iwyn; Alnwick; Norton; Aldershot; 
Stockport, Burley; High Wycombe ; 
Portsmouth ; Wellingborough ; Clerken- 
well ; Yorkston ; Great Yarmouth (five) ; 


land ; Tottington; Rochdale ; Epsom ;! Ireby; Carnforth ; Beal; Morecambe; 
—Middleton ; Northampton (two); Shep- | Lancaster ; Waterloo (two); Askam-in- 
ley ; Little Leigh; Wincham; White-| Furness; Clitheroe (three); Slaidburn ; 
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wick ; Perey Main; Sawley; Chatburn 


Darnall (four); Endcliffe Park (two) ; 
Dalton-in-Furness ; Attercliffe ; Helson ; 
Briercliffe (two) ; New Cullercoats ; Wort- 
ley (three) ; Wednesbury (three) ; Barrow- 
ford (two); Micheldever; Barley ; Dar- 
laston ; Lea Brook ; Tipton; Ececlesfield ; 
‘Oxford ; Cheltenham ; Horsforth ; Wort- 
ley (two) ; Holbeck; Chesham ; Bladon ; 
Armley (two); Bramley; Peasedown ; 
Bolton (two); Bletchingion; Murcott ; 
Heath Town; Wolverhampton ; Rhymney; 
Long Handborough ; Berwick on Tweed 
(two); Hammersmith ; Witney ; Oswes- 
try; Bradley ; Whitehaven ; St. Mawes ; 
Wanstead ; Barking ; Helston ; Manfield; 
Griffithstown ; Manor Park (two) ; Heck- 
mondwike ; Oswaldtwistle ; Westbourne ; 
Chatham (eight); Lambeth; Grove; 
Accrington ; Boxmoor ; Clayton-le-Moors; 
Carneddan ; Standford Hill; Egremont ; 
Petersfield ; Lindford ; Liphook; Holy- 
bourne; Alresford (two); Baybridge ; 
Swaffham ; Bolton-le-Moors ; Bracknell ; 
Neckalls (two) ; Wimbledon; Causeway 
Green ; Wishaw ; Toxteth Park; Powerby; 
Walsham-le-Willows; Stratford New Town 
(two) ; Little Lever ; Hampstead ; Maiden- 
head ; Enfield (four) ; Faversham (three) ; 
Heckmondwike ; Lynton ; Lambeth ; Sil- 
loth ; Longtown (two) ; Carlisle ; Dalston; 
Cumwhinton ; Carlton ; Norwood (four) ; 
Brampton ; Street ; Glastonbury ; Onslow 
Square; Thornton Heath (two); Snodland; 
Heywood ; Bispham ; Hopwood ; Pendle- 
ton; Billinge; Barnstaple (foyr); Bod- 
min; Bideford ; Penoletory ; Callington ; 
Worcester ; St. Cleer; Common Moor ; 
Somerton; Mytholmroyd; Welford ; 
Wilbarston ; Great Harwood (three) ; 
Stowmarket; St. Pancras; Haydock ; 
Addiscomhe ; Blackburn; Earlestown ; 








Seppard; Wattisfield; West Felton; 
Weirbrook ; Perkins Beach ; Shrewsbury ; 
Dorrington ; Clapham Road; Heeley ; 
Liverpool (four); Edmonton ; Stratford- 
on-Avon; Cotham Grove; Redland; 
London ; Lordship Lane; Hull (six); 
Stoneferry ; Cannock; Ashbrittle ; Mil- 
verton ; Brighouse (four); Bishopston ; 
Kimbolton ; Tamworth (three) ; Brisling- 
ton; Crawshawbooth (three); Furness 
Vale; Compstall ; Chelmorton; Flagg ; 
Whitewynch ; Holbeach (two) ; Spalding ; 
Little London; Weston Hills ; Lutton ; 
Moultoa Leas End; Holbeach Bank ; 
Whaplode ; Gedney Drove ; Kettlebrook ; 
Lewes ; Rastrick (two) ; Clifton ; Worces- | 
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(two) ; Harrop ; Swarth Moor ; Slaidburn ; | 
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ter ; Quarry Bank (two) ; Dudley (three) ; 
Red Hill; Roadwater ; Birch’s Coppice ; 
Chaveterrace: Norton Canes; Brown- 
hills; Norton East; Cradley Heath 
(two); Brierley Hill; St. Luke’s ; Wake- 
field; Lichfield ; | Kingsbrompton ; 
Horley ; Lumb; Airdrie ; Pontyberem ; 
Queenborough ; Acocks Green; Spring- 
side; Cloughfold ; Whitwell Bottom ; 
Newchurch ; Walsall ; Foleshill ; Reigate ; 
Griffith C. Owen; Fishponds; Maid- 
stone (two); Downfield; Porlock; 
Barrow-in-Furness ; Gosford ; welford ; 
Rushcliffe; Faringdon; East Hag- 
bourne ; Park Corner ; Walling- 
ford; Bressingham; Meadow Hall; 
West Ham (three); Pontgwyn; Bard- 
well; Ramsbo:tom; Coventry (two) ; 
Fareham (two); Falmouth; Hackney 
(two); Canning Town (three); Plaistow 
(two) ; Stratford ; Brixham (three) ; 
South Hackney ; Hinderclay ; Harwood ; 
Beenham ; Yallendon ; Whitehaven ; 
Thetford ; Blackburn ; Chesham ; Hamp- 
stead ; Downham Market ; Hoxton 
(three); Windsor; Bayswater; Bardon 
Park ; Ashby-de-la-Zouch (two) ; Coate ; 
Paddington; Old Street ; Kidlington ; 
Tranmere ; Summertown ; Griffithstown ; 
Stoke Ferry ; Aylesbury ; Brookfieid ; 
Nottingham (three); Topsham; Brigh- 
ton; ‘Golborne; LEarlestown (two) ; 
Newton-le-Willows ; Brynn; Ashton-in- 
Makerfield (two) ; Saltley ; Middleton- 


Petitions. 


by-Wirksworth ; Heckmondwike ; Staf- 
ford ; Great Wakering ; Oatlands ; 


Littletown (two); Hightown; Clown ; 
Widnes; Poolsbrook; Marsden Moor ; 
Staveley ; Dronfield ; Cradley ; Hayes 
Lane ; Hindley ; Bradford ; Pontypridd ; 
Nuneaton (four) ; Ashton-under-Lyne ; 
Fulham (two); Pemberton; Lendall ; 
Broughton ; Llandilo ; Darlington ; 
Walthamstow (eight) ; South Woodford 
(three) ; Woodford Green (two) ; Ching- 
ford ; Bridlington (three); Biggin; Diss 
(three) ; Minchinhampton; Woodton ; 
Burston ; Stroud ; Burnham ; Weston- 
super-Mare (two) ; Reading (three) ; 
Peckham (two) ; Nunhead; Cramling- 
ton; Seaton Delaval; Laisterdyke ; 
Wisbech ; Foxhole; Combe (two) ; 
St. Austell (three) ; Mount Charles ; 
Glensplat ; Amersham; Colnbrook ; 


Ferryhill ; Tudhoe ; Barkby ; Sys- 
ton ; Belgrave ;_ Leicester ; Thur} 
maston ; Melton Mowbray ;_ Ha- 
vant; Greenock; Helmshore; Wood- 


ford ; Ystrad; Treorchy; Ystcadyfodwg 
(five); Leyton; Croxdale; Merthyr 
$2 
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Towns; North Walsham ; 
Potter ; 
Neath ; Swansea ; Shipley ; Queensbury; 
Bakewell ; Ashbourne ; Brook and Wye ; 
Hathersage; Winchester (two); New 
Brighton; Brixham; South Norwood ; 
Milton ; -Ecclesfield (two) ; 
Newcastle-under-Lyme ; Great Harwood ; 
Greenborough ; Barrow-in-Furness ; Old 
Radford; Old Lenton; Sheerness 
(eleven) ; Great Totham ; and Norwich 
(fifty-nine) ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions against, from Keith; Bre- 
chin; Paisley ; Arbroath ; Edinburgh ; 
Partick ; Pollockshaws ; Airdrie ; Mont- 
rose: Dunfermline ; Stirling; and Fal- 
kirk ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Edinburgh ; 
Dundee (five) ; Glasgow ; Dumfries ; 3 ed- 
burgh ; Kilarron ; Kilchoman ; Falkirk ; 
Stornoway ; and Logiewester ; to lie upon 


the Table. 
SHOP HOURS ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


Petition of the Royal, Parliamentary, 
and Police Burghs of Scotland, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY ee 

Petitions in favour, from Coundon 
Gate ; Northampton ; Shepley ; Boldron ; 
Farnworth (four); Bishop Auckland ; 
Leicester ; Todmorden (two); Totting- 
ton (two); Heywood (three); Smithy 
Bridge; London (four); Birmingham 
(thirteen); | Walthamstow ; Leyton ; 
Woodford ; Earsdon ; Shankhouse ; Hey- 
side (two) ; Shore Edge ; Little Hulton ; 
Kearsley; —_ Radcliffe ; Wellington ; 
Althorne ; Gateshead (six) ; Blindcrake ; 
Maldon ; Whitwick (two); Adlington ; 
Euxton; Chorley (four); Wheelton ; 
Coppull; Brinscall; | Withnell 
Manchester ; Eighton Banks ; Wyndham 
Row ; Cockermouth (two); Working- 
ton ; Royton; Little Broughton ; Thirsk ; 
Liverpool ; Wigan ; Wellington ; Brisley ; 
East Cowes; Winster; Hyde; Blyth; 
Morpeth ; Standish ; Sutton ; Coniston ; 
Wawne; Bewholme; Hornsea; Mount 
Sorrell ; Merrington Lane ; Spennymoor ; 


{COMMONS} 

Tydfil ; Norwood ; Trimwood Colliery ;| Sheringham ; 
Haswell ; Plymouth (two); York ; Three | 
Hickling ; | 
Heigham ; Weston; Dilham ; | 


Selhurst ; | 


Mill ; 
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Stepney; Wangford ;, 
Lowestoft ; Govan; Sheffield (twenty- 
eight); Notting Hill; Riston; Wey- 
bourne ; Cley-next-Sea; Margate (two) ; 
Old Buckenham ; Oswaldtwistle (two) ;, 
East Howle ; Jarrow-on-Tyne ; Hebburn 
Colliery; Coxhoe; Hett; Hebburn; 
Newtown-on-Tyne ; Chadderton (two) ; 
Spennymoor ; Glodwick ; Oldham ; North 
Moor ; Trefriw; Ashington and Hirst ; 
Bilston (two); Stockton-on-Tees ; Sedg- 
ley ; Barrow-on-Soar; Grimsby (four) ; 
Aberdare; Montgomery ;  Latchford ; 


' Barnsley ; Clydey ; Horncastle ; Wincan- 


ton ; Mareham-le-Fen ; Coningsby ; South 
Barrow; Long Sutton; Horsington; 
Shepton Mallet; Evercreech ; Pilton; 
Lavington ; Seaforth ; Macclesfield ; Tet- 
bury: Tisbury; Chedworth; Calne; 
Cirencester (two); Cwm-y-gaist ; Oak- 
ham; Stockport (two); Deal; Ely; 
Stretton Westwood; Chippenham ; 
Knaresborough ;_ Hibaldstow; White- 
parish ; Westhoughton ; Dundee (two) ; 
Sunderland; Warsop; Pleasley Vale ;. 
Mansfield ; Nuncargate; East Kirkby; 
Truro; North Brixton; Cradley Heath 
(two); Brockley Road ; Newton Abbot ;. 
Berwick-upon-Tweed (two); Bradley ; 
Whitehaven; St. Mawes; Helston; 
Griffithstown ; Clayton-le-Moors; Wat- 
ford; Heckmondwike ; Rishton (two) ; 
Accrington ; Long Eaton ; Percy Main; 
Letheringsett ; Ilfracombe ; Bodmin ;. 
Callington ; Saltash ; Welford ; Haydock ;, 
Paisley ; Great Harwood (two); Stow- 
market ; Earlestown; Wilbarston ; Wattis- 
field; West Felton (two) ; Lyth Hill; Dor- 
rington ; Carneddan ; Wanstead ; Barking; 
Manor Park; Chatham; Bardwéll; Upton 
Park ; Holybourne ; Peppard ; Moseley 
Road (two) ; Selhurst ; Millom ; Oxford ; 
Meadow Hall; Stanton St. John; Cas- 
sington ; Aberguile; West Ham Park; 
Canning Town (two); Plaistow ; Yatten- 
don ; Thetford ; Chesham ; Goole ; Maid- 
stone (five); Farringdon ; Walsall; Hin- 
derclay ; Abingdon ; Wakefield ; Redhill ; 
Ashton-under-Lyne ; Minehead ; Rams- 
bottom; Queenborough; Llandarrog ;. 
Reigate (two) ; Springside ; Cloughfold ;, 
Newchurch ; Whitewell Bottom; Craw- 
shawbooth (two); Sittingbourne ; Raw- 
tenstall (four) ; Bressingham ; Barrow-in- 
Furness ; Tamworth (four); Brighouse ; 
Hull (six); Warton (two); Glascote; 
Chaseterrace; Norton Canes; Norton 
East ; Dulverton; Porlock; Cannock ; 
Flagg; Chelmorton; Whitehough; 
Spalding; Holbeach Bank; Holbeach 
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(two); Gedney Drove End; __ Little / on-the-Wold; Oakley; Matlock Bank ; 
London ; Cullercoats ; Dalton-in-Furness ; Topsham; Earlestown ; Newton le-Wil- 
Aldershot ; Wellingborough ; Beal; lows; Brynn; Ashton-in-Makerfield ; 
Cartmel ; Ulverston ; Dartmouth (three) ; Stubshaw Cross ; Saltley ; Clown; Mid- 
Dawlish ; Chelmsford ; Harlech ; Newton dleton-by-Wirksworth ; Southend-on-Sea ; 
Abbot ; Dudley (three); Quarry Bank Great Wakering; Heckmondwike ; Lit- 
(two); Gelligaer; Llanbedr (two) ; tletown (two) ; High Town ; Manchester 
Birch’s Coppice; Barmouth; Arthog; | (two); Dronfield; Poolsbrook ; Marsden 
Dolgelley ; Bontddu ; Colne (two) ; Clay Moor; Staveley ; Widnes (two); Platt 
‘Cross (three) ; Woolley ; Lwarth Moor; Bridge; Merthyr Tydfil; Pontypridd 
Timsbury ; Unity Tent, Order of Recha- | (seven); Landilo ; Bradford (two); Ash- 
bites ; South Wales ; East Croydon (five);. ton; Cromer; Northampton ; Notting- 
‘Glossop ; Buxton ; Compstall; Worcester; ham (three); Walthamstow (four) ; 
Thornton Heath (two); Hallow; York; Woodford Green; Ystrad; Croxdale ; 
Chipping Norton ; Mynyddislwyn ; Aber- Trimdon Colliery; Haswell; Biggin ; 
earn; Yeadon; Burley-in-Wharfedale ; North Walsham ; Hickling ; Potter Heig- 
Portsmouth ; Gorleston ; Great Yarmouth ham; Freemantle; Neath; Martham ; 
(four); Southsea; Bolton (six); More- Shipley; Bakewell; Norwood; Kirk 
cambe ; Harrop ; Leeds (five) ; Plymouth ; | Ireton; Thorne; Kimpton (two); Hul- 
Nelson; Manor; Attercliffe; Clitheroe; land; Ashbourne; Partick; Stroud ; 
Barrowford (three) ; Barley ; Wednesbury Burston ; Woodton ; Weston-super-Mare ; 
{three) ; Tipton ; Darlaston; Southfield; Reading (two); Nunhead; Peckham; 
Armley ; New Wortley ; Holbeck ; Lower Cramlington Village; Seghill; Ty- 
Wortley ; Wolverhampton ; Street ; Glas-. wardreath ; Combe ;  Greensplat ; 
tonbury ; Snodland; Onslow Square ;, Foxhole ; Laisterdyke ; Ipswich ; 
Aylesford ; Walsham-le-Willows; Roch-| Amersham ; Ferryhill ; | Tudhoe ; 
dale ; South Norwood (two) ; Faversham ; Barkby ; Syston; Belgrave; Thurmas- 
Pendleton (two); Buckland Brewer; ton; Leicester; Melton Mowbray ; Great 
Thornhillhead ; Bideford; Ashton-in- Harwood ; Helmshore ; Dumfries ; New- 
Makerfield; Lynton; Holt; Luttén; church; Stroud; Minchinhampton; 
Bath ; Kimbolton ; Westfield ; Newcastle- Threeburrows; Trewartha ; Cheltenham ; 
under-Lyme (two) ; Melindior ; Lleckryd; Southwark ; Buckley ; Rhyndwyclydach ; 
Aberystwyth ; Llanbadarn Lower; Bled- ; Llansamlet Higher (two); Llansamlet 
ington ; Milton Lodge; Sherston Magna’ Lower; Gowerton; Liscard (two) ; 
{two) ; Corsham; Marylebone; Monmouth ; Marylebone ; Newcastle - under - Lyme ; 
(two) ; Blackwood ; Broadwell; Fresh-,; Andover; Greenborough; Sheerness 
water (three); Warminster; Ormskirk ; (three) ; Old Lenton ; Sheffield (fifteen) ; 
Malmesbury ; Seagry ; Lea ; Gréat Somer- | Barrow in Furness ; Chapel in the Field ; 
ford (two); Garsdon; Hullavington; Market Harborough; Dowlais (two) ; 
Brightside ; Grimesthorpe (two) ; Acocks Merthyr Tydfil (three); Vaynor; Aber- 
Green ; Platt Bridge ; Abram; Hindley ; dare ; Baddesley Ensor ; Bistre Buckley ; 
Lamberhead Green; Greenock; Melks-, Old Radford; Willington; Titney Fen 
ham; Levenshulme; Upton; Kings- End; Marshland Smeeth; Ryhope ; 
brompton ; Liverpool; Bristol; Swanwick ;' Faringdon; New Ferry; Birkenhead 
Bacup ; Collingham ; Ferndale ; Ringley ; | (three) ; New Brighton ; Heswall ; Sang- 
Little Hulton (three); Bourton-on-the hall; Seacombe; East Haybourne; 
Water; Mickleaver ; Bedwellty (four) ;| Aylsham; Easthorne; Brenton; Carl- 
Houghton-le-Spring (two); Sheerness ;; ton; Hucknall Torkard; St. Thomas; 
Belvedere; Moses Gate; Audlem;| Exeter (three); Repton; Little Over ; 
Ashton; Worthing; Moulton Seas! Plymouth; Dilham; St. Helens; 
End; Waterhouse (two); Pemberton;|Hemington; Twerton-on-Avon; Rad- 
Hayes Lane; Cradley; Hindley;| stock; Llandovery; Burry Port; 
Orrell ; Darlington; Greet; Yard-|Llandilo; Myddfai; Hastings; Tre- 
ley; North Petherton; Birmingham |forest (two) ; Brightmet ; Bolton 
(eleven); Liverpool (two); Rochdale; | (two); Enfield; Llanwonno ; Ryburgh ; 
Little Leigh; Wincham; Whitegate ;| Gately; Appleby; Windermere; South 
Over; Middlewich; Baildon; Ilkley ;| Petherton ; Tryddyn (two); Ffynnon- 
Aberdeen; Redruth; Lanner; Brea; groew ; Soham (four) ; St. Austell ; Irby ; 
Camborne ; Illogan ; Rotherham; Mors- Heeley ; Darnall; Blackburn: Chelten- 
ley Mesnes ; Hetton Downs (two) ; Stow- | ham ; Croydon (seven); Bradwell ;. Ann- 
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field Plain; Easton; 
Burnt Hill; Workington; Hunslet ; 
Belford ; Alnwick; Dewsbury; Belle 
Vale ; Garndiffaith ; Abersychan ; Blaen- 
avon; Gellygaer; Weston Hills; Llan- 
quicke (two); Westwood; Blackhill ; 
Milkwell Burn; Shotley Bridge ; East 
Hedley Hope; Yardley ; Micheldever ; 
Bracknell ; Swaffham ; Baybridge ; 
Sowerby ; Norwood; South Norwood 
(two); Alresford; Nelson; Ancoats ; 
Glasgow ; Causeway Green ; Walsham-le- 
Willows ; Thornton Heath ; Forest Gate ; 


{COMMONS} Grocers’ Licences (Ireland), 
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| 1898. Part I. Criminal Statisties [by 
| Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 


| Copy presented, of Rules and Pro-. 
gramme of Examinations for 1901 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ire- 
|land, appointing Bangor, County Down, 
an additional place of Examination for: 





Longtown (two) ; Silloth ; Dalston ; Car- | Boys [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


lisle; Cumwhinton ; Faversham (two) ; | 
Tranmere ; Kidlington ; Summerstown ; | 
Griffithstown ; Sutton; and Great Yar- ; 
mouth ; to lie upon the Table. | 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) | the 


AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Llansamlet | 
Lower ; Cwmbach (two) ; Clydey ; Aber- | 
dare; Llanbedr; Pontypridd ; Merthyr 
Tydfil (four); Llandilo; Llansamlet ; 
Rhyndwyclydach; Llansamlet Higher | 
(two) ; West Glamorgan ; Dowlais (two) ; | 
Vaynor; Myddfai; Treforest (two) ; | 
Pontypridd (four) ; Gelligaer; Rhydfelan ; 
Llanwonno ;_ Bedwellty (two); Bryn- | 
mawr ; Dyffryn ; Goginan; Aberystwyth ; | 
Pontyberem ; Pantgnyn ; Mynyddislwyn; | 
and Rhymney ; to lie upon the Table. | 


VIVISECTION. 
Petition from Notting Hill, for prohibi- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETU. 
FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS. 
Copy presented, of Report of the. 


Chief Inspector for 1899 [by Command] ; | 
to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Twenty-seventh 
Annual Report by the Accountant for 
Scotland to the Scotch Education Depart- 
ment [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATISTICS 
(IRELAND). 


Copy presented, of Criminal and 
Judicial Statistics of Ireland for the year 





EDUCATION 
REPORTS). 
Copy presented, of General Report for 
the year 1899 by the Chief Inspector of 
North-Western Division [by Com- 


BOARD OF (GENERAL 


| mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


PAPERS LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

1. Inquiry into Cnarities (Administra- 
tive County of Durham).—Return relative 
thereto [ordered 14th February; J/r. 
Grant Lawson]; to be printed.  [No. 

2 


6 
aa 


2. Arundel Port.—Copy of Annual 
Report and General Account of the Com- 
missioners of Arundel Port for period 
from 25th March, 1899, to 25th March,. 
1900 [by Act]. 


BEER RETAILERS’ AND SPIRIT Gkvu- 
CERS' LICENCES (IRELAND) (No. 2) 
SILL. 


As amended, considered. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent,. 
Thanet) : Upon Clause 1 I should like to- 
make one remark. We have not been able: 
to ascertain for ourselves what it means. 
I understand that a material amendment 
was made in this Bill during the period 
of its somewhat private passage through 
the Committee. I do not see the hon. 
Gentleman who is in charge of theBill 
in his place, but I believe I am right im 
saying that words were introduced 
which rendered this Bill inapplicable to 
any existing licences, and only applicable 
to new ones. I think that is one incon- 
venience of a system which has been 
allowed to continue notwithstanding: 
many protests which have been made: 
against it. 
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Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
Upon a point of order. Is the right hon. 
Gentleman moving an Amendment ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I understand from 
the observations of the right hon. Gentle- 


{20 JuNnF 1200} 
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all licences on relatively identical terms, 
' but I do not think the grocers should 
, have advantages which an ordinary 
| publican is denied. I think all those who 
| sell intoxicating drink should be placed 
on the same footing. 


Grocers’ Licences (Ireland). 


man that he is about to move an Amend- 


ment. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I am going 
to move the elimination of Clause 1. 
This is one of the instances where 
material alterations are made in 
a Bill during its passage through 
Committee without any intimation to this 
House, and when we come to deal with 
the Bill on the Report stage we find it 
is upon entirely new lines. Although it 
is ostensibly the same as that which we 
were called upon to consider in the previous 
stages, it has been by these alterations 
considerably limited and restricted. How 


does the House stand with regard to pre- | 


cedents which have been established in 
this matter? This Bill has been presented 
to us under false pretences. 


and alter the law in a way which we 


should have to keep in view when dealing | 


with kindred subjects. My hon. friend 
and those associated with him propose to 
alter the law upon lines which have not 
hitherto commended themselves to the 
legislators of this country. The subject 
is one which has engaged a great deal of 
attention, and it is most important for 
the House to carefully consider how far it 
should deal with the various branches of 
a great subject in a piecemeal fashion. 
The system of off-licences is a system of 
which I entirely disapprove; it was a 
system introduced py the late Mr. Glad- 
stone, and if the hon. Gentleman who 
supports the Bill would insert a clause 
repealing the whole of that legislation 
by the right hon. Gentleman he would 
have my cordial support. This Bill, in a 
very limited manner, proposes to deal 
with only one branch of the subject, and 
I am told that this very serious modifica- 
tion of the Bill, which we now see for the 
first time, was the result of an arrange- 
ment. Now, I am always very suspicious 
of arrangements. By exempting all 
licences already granted, a very serious 
departure is made, and the clause as, 
it now stands commits this House to a/| 
widely different proposal to that which | 
was originally put before us, I would | 
not take exception to the policy of putting | 


THe SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELt, Tyrone, 8.): In the year 1882 
my right hon. friend the President of the 
‘Board of Trade carried through this 
House a Bill which placed all licences in 
England in the hands of the licensing 
justices. The ordinary retail beer licences 
were also brought under the jurisdiction 
of the magistrates, and that Act was 
always supposed to relate to Ireland as 
well as England ; but by adecision of the 
Judges in the Irish Court of Queen’s Bench 
it was held that that Act did not apply 
to Ireland, and the Bill now before the 
House has been introduced in order to 
assimilate the law of Ireland with that 
of England. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: The hon. 
Gentleman referred to the Act of 1882. 
He did not refer to that of 1880, but 
he confirms me in my impression that 
nothing in the Act of 1880 or the amend- 
ing Act of 1882 affected the sale of spirits, 
and therefore this Act dealing with the 
retailer of beer for the first time has in 
it the imported element of spirits. I do 
not object to that, but I must enter my 
protest against a subject of this kind 
being introduced by an irresponsible, or 
perhaps I ought to say an unofficial, 
private Member of this House. A subject 
of this kind, dealing as it does witha 
large trade, and, what is of more import- 
ance, a trade carried on for the public con- 
venience, should not be dealt with ina 
piecemeal fashion without strict regard to 
precedent, but should be introduced by 
an Official Member of the House. I beg 
to move that Clause 1 be omitted from 
the Bill. 


We are. 
asked in this Bill to lay down precedents - 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 8, to leave out Clause 1.”— 
(Mr. James Lowther.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): I am extremely glad my right hon, 
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friend has moved to omit Clause 1. It 
is practically the whole Bill, and his 
moving its rejection will give us some 
opportunity of obtaining that explanation 
which hitherto we have not had given 
to us in this House as to how this arrange- 
ment was come to. An arrangement was 
come to by which the Second Reading 
was allowed to be taken, and the Bill 
then went to the Grand Committee on 
Trade. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: No; it wasa 
Committee of the whole House. 


AN Hon. MEMBER: It was smuggled 
throug. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I object to the words “ smuggled 
through.” 


Mr. BANBURY: I was not aware 
that it was a Committee of the whole 
House; but there is this to be said 
against Bills of this kind being brought in 
after twelve o’clock, that unless hon. 
Members remain in their seats after 
twelve o’clock they never hear anything 
about them. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : I hope 

the House will not agree to place any 
obstacle in the way of the passing of this 
measure. This Bill became necessary 
because of the Act of 1882 not affect- 
ing Ireland, and only applies to new 
licences. An agreement was arrived at 
with regard to it by both sides of the 
House, and I trust my right hon. friend 
will not insist upon preventing us, on 
one of those rare occasions when Ireland 
is unanimous, passing this Bill. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk): I look upon this Bill with 
a considerable amount of suspicion, 
because of that very agreement to which 
the hon. Gentleman has alluded. I inno- 
cently took the memorandum as a defini- 
tion of what the Bill was to do, and I 
gathered that it was a Bill to assimilate 
the law of Ireland with that of England, 
but I now find that is not the fact. It 
will not create similarity at all, but will 
create another point of difference in the 
licensing laws. Another very curious 
fact is that every Member who holds a 
copy of this Bill in his hands holds an 
erroneous copy. There are two Bills, No. 1 


* Mr. Banbury 
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Bill and No. 2 Bill, and while one Bil] 
was amended in Committee the Amend- 
ments appeared in the copy of the other 
Bill, so that anybody going to the Vote 
Office for a copy of the Bill will find 
nothing in the Bill about new licences, 
Now the question of old and new licences 
is one of very considerable importance, 
and I should like to hear from somebody 
responsible for this Bill what the position 
of all beer and spirit licences in Ireland 
since the decision of the Irish Courts of 
which mention has been made. There 
appears to have been a decision by the Irish 
Courts which held that the Act of 1882 
did not apply to Ireland, and that would 
put all licences in Ireland on a different 
footing to the licences here. I should 
like somebody to explain what the posi- 
tion really is. I have no interest what- 
ever in this trade, and have always 
declined to take any shares in this traffic, 
but I invite the attention of the House 
to the words of Clause 1. If hon. 
Members will look at the clause they will 
find— 


“1, Notwithstanding anything in any Act 
now in force the licensing justices shall be at 
liberty, in their free and unqualified discretion, 
either to refuse a certificate for any licence for 
sale of beer or spirits by retail, to be consumed 
off the premises, on any grounds appearing to 
them sufficient, or to grant the same to such 
persons as they, in the execution of their 
statutory powers, and in the exercise of their 
discretion deem fit and proper, and in order 
thereto shall be at liberty to hear and receive 
and act upon any objection and any evidence 
either in support thereof or in aid of the 
application made or tendered by any resident 
or owner of property in the parish wherein are 
situate the house and premises in respect of 
which such certificate is applied for.” 


Under this Bill the licensing justices are 
to decide without evidence at all; but 
they may receive evidence and act upon 
it, but it is not to be upon oath. I do 
not know whether that is the law in 
England, but if it is, it is a very hard 
law, and I object to it. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Speaking 
simply as an Irish Member, and not asa 
member of the Government, I may say 
the explanation of the unanimity in Ire- 
land between the trade and the temper- 
ance party is this: Owing to a recent 
decision of the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
the country is liable to be flooded with 
off-licences, which the magistrates would 
be bound to grant whether they thought 
they were necessary or not, and the object 
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of the Bill is to give the same right of 
objection in the case of off-licences as is 

ven in the case of on-licences. This 
Bill is supported by all the licence-holders, 
and I think we might be better employed 
than in prolonging discussion upon this 
small matter. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) said that 

if the clause was to stand, it would be 
desirable that some modifications should 
be made in this clause. It appeared to 
him, from the wording of the clause, that 
the magistrates might act upon any ob- 
jection without evidence, but it ought to 
be enacted that they should not be able 
to do so unless the objection was sup- 
ported by evidence. He proposed to 
move an Amendment in order to test 
that point. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Amendment 
before the House is the omission of 
Clause 1. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I do not 
wish to stand in the way of my hon. friend 
if he has an Amendment to propose. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have already put 
the question, that Clause 1 stand part of 
the Bill. 


Mr. TOMLINSON: Then if no 
Amendment can now be moved, it is to 
be hoped that if this clause is passed it 
will be amended in another place. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I am un- 
willing to put the House to the trouble 
of a division, and therefore beg to with- 
draw my Amendment. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
An Amendment made. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.”—(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 


Mr. BANBURY: I think there has 
been some misunderstanding upon this, 
and I strongly object to the Third 
Reading being taken. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER : This opens 
up a question going very far beyond the 
merits or demerits of the Bill. It is now 
Proposed to accumulate two stages of a 


{20 JUNE 1900} 


Grocers’ Licences (Irelund). 


measure in this House, and that is a 
matter upon which Members are entitled 
to express their opinion and signify so 
far as they can, according to the light of 
their judgment, if they have the oppor- 
tunity of deciding. Either the Bill is to 
be rejected or it is passed in accumulated 
stages. I object to the accumulation of 
the stages of a Bill. We used to have the 
opportunity on the introduction of a Bill 
of an explanation of its provisions, and of 
discussing it even at the Report stage. 
The Second Reading existed as it does 
now. We further had an opportunity of 
a motion put to the Chair. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman would hardly be in order 
in discussing the rules of the House. 





| Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I bow to 
| your ruling, Sir, and I will not do more 
| than urge upon the House that it should 
| view with grave suspicion the desire to 
accumulate the stages of this Bill. I do 
| not object to the Bill on its merits, but I 
| do object to its passing this stage without 
/some explanation, and I think a most 
| dangerous precedent would be established 
| if it is allowed to pass to-day. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: When the hon. 
| Gentleman speaks about creating a prece- 
| dent he is mistaken as to a precedent being 
| now created. The same thing has been 
| done over and over again during my time 
| and the time of my predecessor. Two or 
| three years ago the right hon. Gentleman 
| called my attention to this point on a 
| similar occasion, and I then pointed out to 
|him that, in the time of Mr. Speaker 
| Peel, Bills were on several occasions read 
|a third time after a division taken, 
although a contentious discussion had 
‘taken place the same day upon Amend- 
/ments moved and divided upon. I would 
| point out in this case that the only 
| Amendment that has been made is 
| purely a drafting one. 


| Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: Then I 
beg to move that the debate be now 
adjourned. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
' “That the debate be now adjourned.”— 
(Mr. James Lowther.) 


CoLtonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport) desired to call attention 
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to the fact that the hon. Members who | 
were so greatly concerned with the} 
passing of the Bill were entirely absent, | 
and that if the Bill were to be read a/| 
third time it ought to bave the support 
of those whom it most concerned— 
the Irish Members. He thought, in the 
interests of Ireland itself, it would be un- 
wise to prematurely pass the Bill through 
the House. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): This Bill was brought on at a 
time when, I regret, I was unavoidably 
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know, this is an absolutely unopposed 
Bill. Up to within a few months ago 
the law of Ireland with regard to this 
matter was assumed to be the same as the 
law of England, but owing to the de- 
cision of the Irish Courts it was held not 
to be so, and therefore it became neces- 
sary to assimilate the law of Ireland to 
that of England, and so this Bill has 


, already got to a very advanced stage. [ 


trust the House will now read it a third 
time. 


Question put. 
The House divided :—-Ayes, 26 ; Noes, 





absent from the House, but, so far as I 147. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Frederick George 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gredge, Sydney 





Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh OU. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt HnGerald W(Leeds 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H(Bristol) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Gritfith- 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.JA (Glasgow | 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 
Cornwallis,FiennesStanley W. 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dewar, Arthur 


Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 


AYES. 


Gold, Charles 

xoldsworthy, Major-General 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclver, Sir L. (Edinbu’gh, W 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


NOES. 


| Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
| Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
| Duckworth, James 


Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wim. Hart 
Edwards, Owen Morgan 


| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 


, Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Fisher, William Hayes 


| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
| Forster, Henry William 


Fry, Lewis 


| Gibbons, J. Lloyd 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 


| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 


| Graham, Henry Robert 
| Gretton, John 
' Gull, Sir Cameron 


Gunter, Colonel 
Gurdon, SirW:lliam Brampton 


| Harcourt, Rt. Hon.Sir William 


Hardy, Laurence 
Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 


| Holland, William Henry 
| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Howard, Joseph 


Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 


' Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 








(Division List No. 149.) 


Richards, Henry Charles 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L, 
Wrightson, Thomas 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. James Lowther and 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney. 


Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.} 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, mg | 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’nsea 
Long, Col. Charles W.(Evesham 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, James 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Monk, Charles James 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnayhan, George 
Newdigate,Francis Alexander 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens. 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Philipps, John Wynford 
Pilkington, R.(Lanes. Newton} 
Powell, Sir Frances Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt -Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Renshaw, Charles Bine ‘ 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.. 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
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Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
| Tollemache, Henry James 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard | Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) | Walrond, Rt. Hun. Sir W. H. 
Sinclair,Capt.John (Forfarsh.) | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
| Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kens) 
| Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
| Wason, Eugene 
| Wedderburn, Sir William 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunt’n 
on. Charles Hedley | Welby,SirCharles G.E. (Notts. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) . Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts. 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 


(1897) EXTENSION BILL. 
Order for consideration, as amended 
(by the Standing Committee), read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill, as amended, be now 
considered.” 


*Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, S.), 
who had given notice to move “ That this 
House regrets that so many agricultural 
labourers will be excluded from re- 
ceiving any compensation for death or 
injury under the Bill,” said the Bill had 
been considerably altered, and its scope re- 
stricted, since the Government had taken 
it out of the hands of the hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Lowestoft, who originally 
had the conduct of it. 
provided for the agriculturak labourers 
coming within the Act of 1897. By the 
alteration which bad taken place in Com- 
mittee, through the introduction of the 
word “habitually” a very large number 
of labourers would be precluded from the 
benefits of the Bill. He regretted that 


the Government should think it neces- | 


sary to put such a limitation on the Bill, 
because it would make invidious dis- 
tinctions and set up two classes of 
men, one of whom would have privi- 
leges under this Bill whilst the other 
would not, for it was right that agri- 
cultural labourers should come within 
the provisions of the Act, and if that pro- 
position was granted the only way to deal 
with the matter was to give compensation 
to all men working on big or small farms, 
whether by the year or only for the 
summer quarter. It was said that the 
burden of paying compensation to all 
would be too great. If that were so, why 


The Bill originally | 











{20 June 1900} Act (1897) Extension Bill. 526 


Willox, Sir J. Archibald 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Woods, Samuel 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. William Johnston and 
Mr. Maddison. 





did not the Government accept the pro- 
posal made by him in the Standing 
Committee? His proposal was that the 
owner and not the occupier should be 
responsible for compensation, and he had 
been able to show that the cost of insur- 
ing against such liability was very small 
indeed, and would be no appreciable 
burden upon landlords. He did not pro- 
pose to move the Amendment standing 
in his name, but he desired that some ex- 
planation might he given by the Govern- 
ment as to why it was necessary to 
mutilate the Bill originally introduced. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S. W.): 
The hon. Gentleman began his remarks 
by complaining that the Bill had not 
been taken charge of by the Government. 
I am not aware that the Government. 
have adopted a different position with 
regard to this Bill from what they always 
adopt in Grand Committee. I always 
find that the Minister responsible for a 
Department to which a Bill refers is. 
present. It was essential that the 


| Government should advise the Committee 


of the effect of the proposals contained in 
the Bill. In this particular instance the 
Government have adopted the same posi- 
tion as in former cases. We received 
valuable assistance from the Government 
in the Grand Committee. The hon. 
Member said there were a large number 
of agricultural labourers whom the Bill 
would exclude from the benefits to be eon- 
ferred. That was an indetinite statement. 
He gave us no proximate idea of the large 
number to be excluded, and entirely 
based his argument on a word which 
occurs in Clause 1. When the original 
Act was introduced the Home Secretary 
told us that he estimated that there were 
roughly 13,000,000 persons employed in 
the various trades and employments 
throughout the country, and he estimated 
that of that number 6,000,000 would come 
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under the Bill and 7,000,000 would be 
excluded. In the estimate of 7,000,000 
he estimated the number of agricultural 
labourersat 1,700,000. [havenodoubtthese 
figures are proximately correct. I want 
to know how many of these 1,700,000 are 
employed by farmers who habitually do 
not employ workmen during the course of 
the year. It is necessary that the farmer 
should employ one or more workmen 
throughout the course of the year to come 
within the scope of the Bill. I do not 
believe that the number to be excluded 
are any large amount at all. I certainly 
think that before the hon. Gentleman 
suggests that my hon. friend who has 
charge of the Bill is excluding a large 
number of agricultural labourers he 
should give us some data to goon. If 
the hon. Gentleman wishes to make out 
what a horrible Government this is, and 
how they have “left” the agricultural 
labourer, he should go down and explain 
his case to the constituencies. I would 
then be able to understand his remarks, 
but for any other purpose I fail entirely 
to understand the reason for his observa- 
tions. I hope the House will agree to 
this Bill now being considered, and I 
sincerely trust that we shall make it as 
good a Bill as it can be made. I do not 
think it is by any means a perfect Bill. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): It is hardly fair 
that the Government should be attacked 
for the limitation which has been inserted 
in this Bill, because the limitation did not 
proceed from the Government. I think 
the first limitation was one of my own in 
regard to properties of one acre. Imme- 
diately after that a great number of 
further amendments were placed on the 
Paper. The Standing Committee were 
almost unanimous that some limitation 
was absolutely necessary. The only 
question was whether it should be 
the slight limitation suggested by myself, 
or the large limitation suggested by some 
hon. Members. I do not think we can 
attack the Government in regard to that 
matter. At the same time my _ hon. 
friend is, | think, thoroughly justified in 
raising the discussion on this Bill, for it is 
one of extreme difficulty from the legal 
point of view, and all who were present 
at the Standing Committee will be aware 
of the fact that the House cannot too 
carefully scrutinise the Bill. We need 
not discuss whether there has been an 


Mr. Galloway. 
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undue amount of litigation in the matter. 
There has been a great deal of litigation, 
and we ought to take every possible means 
in our power this afternoon to prevent a 
recurrence of litigation similar to that 
which has taken place under the principal 
Act. This Bill appears to be more than 
a mere extension of the other Act. The 
Bill contains two other different uses of 
the word “ workman,” both of which are 
different from the definition in the original 
Act. If we are not very careful in the 
wording of the Act there will be a terrible 
amount of litigation arising out of it. I 
cannot but regret that this Bill should 
stand on the paper immediately before 
the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Chil- 
dren Bill. Iam personally in favour of 
that Bill, but those who take part in the 
discussion of the Compensation Bill seem to 
be open to the charge that they desire to 
prevent the discussion of the next Order 
on the Paper. I can assure the House 
that is not the case with many Members, 
who, while deeply regretting the possi- 
bility of standing in the way of that 
measure, are bound, out of regard for the 
interests of their constituents, to discuss 
the measure before the House. The 
Government have assured the promoters of 
this Bill that they will find time for it; 
and they seem to attach more importance 
to it than to their own measures. It 
would, therefore, be better if they took 
the. Bill into their own hands, so 
that there should be no failure at this 
or any other stage. There is another 
matter that makes it difficult to discuss 
the Bill to-day. It is the absolute 
absence of the Irish Members from the 
House. The Bill affects Ireland in a 
larger degree than this country. All the 
difficulties that arise on this Bill are diffi- 
culties which will be much greater in the 
cease of Ireland, and yet we are discussing 
the Bill in the absence of the Nationalist 
Members. It is a most unfortunate fact 
that there were no Irish Members on the 
Standing Committee, and here we are 
going to discuss a Bill which will have a 
most extraordinarily close bearing on the 
affairs of every parish in Ireland in the 
absence of those who are supposed to be 
most nearly in touch with the small Lrish 
farmers. The question of limitation we 
can only deal with on the report stage. 
The answer to the suggestion that the 
liability should be thrown on the landlord 
and not on the occupier is that in many 
cases the owner and occupier were the 
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same person. In my own constituency 
there are 3,500 workmen freeholders 
who would all have been within the Bill 
as originally drawn. When we discussed 
the mother Act some of us pointed out 
how difficult it would be to apply the 
measure, because unless you have 
some sort of Government guarantee, 
State insurance, or State control, 
you give a merely illusory security. 
It is impossible to throw the responsi- 
bility in certain cases on the owner 
instead of the occupier, because the 
owner and occupier are the same man. 
That is a case for some limitation or ex- 
clusion unless you have Government 
insurance or responsibility which we 
cannot contemplate in this Bill. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liverpool, 
West Derby): I do not know whether 
it is really necessary to speak at this 
stage on behalf of the Government, 
because the case for the Government has 
been put by my hon. friend the Member 
for South-west Manchester, and by the 
right hon. Baronet, who has dealt with the 
subject in another way. It is not quite 
accurate to say that the position of the 
Government in respect of this Bill is one 
of actual responsibility. In the Grand 
Committee the Government have shown 
that they are prepared to support it and 
to make it effective. Where difficulties 
have existed the Government have sug- 
gested alterations in order to remove 
them, and the suggestions mdde in the 
Grand Committtee are in the main ac- 
cepted, while the Government also under- 
took to assist hon. Members responsible 
for the measure in securing such further 
amendments as _ woul make it 
clear and workable. I think I may 
say on behalf of the Government 
that there is only one desire in regard 
to the Bill—namely, to make it as 
comprehensive as it justly and fairly can 
be made, as well as clear and effective. I 
am not so afraid as the right hon. Baronet 
that litigation will be likely to arise from 
the passing of the Bill. The experience 
gained from the working of the parent 
Act has undoubtedly thrown a flood of 
light on the question of employers’ 
liability, and that question is now in a 
more satisfactory position than it was 
previous to the passing of the last amend- 
ing Act. I do not think that there will be 
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any material difference as to agricultural 
employment. The assurance societies are 
prepared to offer reasonable terms to em 

ployers for insuring their men, and the 
liability, therefore, of the employers will be 
removed from them. The difficulty, no 
doubt a serious one, will be to bring home 

to the smaller employers the liabilities 

which they incur after the passing of the 
Bill. That is a difficulty which the Board 
of Agriculture will endeavour to meet by 
circulating the fullest information as to 
the effect of the measure. It has been 

said that the Bill will exclude a vast. 
number of labourers from its operation. 
I do not believe that anything of the kind 

will occur. I do not think it will be 

possible to make the Bill apply to all. 
agricultural employment. Everyone who. 
knows how the smaller kinds of agricul-. 
ture are conducted is aware that labourers. 
employed in a better class of local em- 

ployment make it a practice for their 
own advantage to employ casual labour 
and to devote themselves to the wage- 

earning labour. To throw upon one 

labourer a liability of this kind in respect 

of casual employment on allotments. 
would, I think, be a great injustice. I. 
agree with what has been said as to the- 
difficulties of the question and the im- 

portance of the Bill. I have made it my 

business, along with the Home Secretary, 

to consult with those who have placed 

Amendments on the Paper to clear up 

doubts and difficulties. We have received . 
the advice not only of the Attorney 

General, but of the legal advisers of the 

two Departments, and I have every reason 

to believe that if the House accepts some 

of the Amendments the Bill will be made 

as clear and as effective as it is possible 

for the Government to make it. I 

admit that there is a good deal to be said 

in favour of the criticism of the word 

“habitually ”; but we have not been able - 
to find a better word. It conveys the 

meaning better than any other word 

which has been suggested, and without 

it the Government could not assent 

to the passing of the Bill. If the. 
application is not limited in this way the 

result will be to cast responsibility upon 

a large number of very small people who . 
may have to compensate men no worse 

off than themselves. This would be a 

great injustice, because these men are 

only casual employers for a short period 

of the year. I hope that the House will 

see fit to proceed with the measure. 








531 
Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 


mouthshire, W.): I am sure that the 
House will cordially accept the statement 
of the right hon. Gentleman that the 
Government are prepared to do all they 
can to give effect to the Bill. Iwasa 
little disappointed, however, that the 
right hon. Gentleman has not given a 
more favourable reception to the appeal 
of my right hon. friend that the Govern- 
ment should themselves take charge of 
ithe Bill and find the necessary time for 
its passing. Everyone must feel that 
‘this is one of the most important Bills 
-of the session, if not the most important, 
Its operation will be very wide, and no 
doubt it is a measure which will lead to 
.a great deal of controversy. The right 
chon. Gentleman ought therefore to take 
the responsibility of ultimately passing 
the Bill, for, after all, it is the Board of 
Agriculture that ought to be held re- 
sponsible by the agricultural labourers 
.and the country for the framework of the 
Bill. They were responsible for the Com- 
pensation Bill) There is no doubt that 
ithe private Member in this case has per- 
formed an extremely valuable duty in 
bringing to the birth a measure which 
but for him would never have seen the 
light. Then the nurse of the Bill ought 
to be the Government, and they ought 
to see that the Bill is brought to maturity 
in a form which will give satisfaction. I 
_know I have been a party to the ousting 
of private Members from a great deal of 
their time, but when there is a Bill of 
.this kind which has reached this stage I 
do think that the right hon. Gentleman 
below the gangway is right in saying 


Workmen’s Compensation 


that the Government ought to undertake | 


it. I venture to sav that they have no 
Bill in reserve of anything like the im- 
portance of this. This Bill, as my right 
hen. friend has said, must take a con- 
siderable time in discussion. There will be 
discussion, for instance on the one word 
“habitually ” in the Bill. You cannot 
expect that these controversies will not 
take some time. There will be a great 
deal of difference of opinion on this 
subject. I confess that I take a very 
considerable interest in the Bill that is 
immediately.to follow this Bill. I under- 
. stand that private Members are to be 
deprived during the rest of the session of 
Wednesdays, with two exceptions, and I 
think the time now at the disposal of 
private Members ought to be relieved of 
curtailment by the Government under- 
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taking to watch over the further progress 
of this Bill. If the Government will on] 
undertake the conduct of this Bill, as they 
have done more or less in the Grand 
Committee, then. I think, a difficulty will 
be removed. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk): I do not agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down. This subject is one eminently 
suitable for treatment by a private Mem- 
ber. It is a question on which both 
political parties are agreed, and the only 
thing to do is to so carefully word the 
Bill as to carry out what we all desire. 
Surely that is a matter that may be taken 
in hand by private Members. From my 
hon. friend’s speech, | gather that his 
opposition to the Bill before the House is 
based on his opinion, not that so many 
agricultural labourers will be excluded 
from the operation of the Bill, but rather 
thatsomany agricultural labourers who are 
interested will not receive compensation. 
I am one of those who put down in Grand 
Committee this limitation which has been 
adopted by the Government. I put it 
| down then and I support it now because 
of the difficulty which would arise in the 
payment of compensation’ by small and 
occasional employers. These — small 
holders who occasionally employ a man 
to do an occasional job have no wage bill, 
and it is no good telling them they can 
insure against their liability. The pre- 
mium may amount to only afew shillings 
'on £100 of wages, but where the wage 
| bill dues not amount to £100 in ten years 
| any premium would be a very substantial 
increase to the sum the man has to pay. It 
| is anunfortunate necessity thatany agricul- 
| tural labourer should have to stand out- 
| side the benefits of this Act. We might 
| consider whether the number who would 
| be so excluded would be large or small. 
Such a point does not affect the principle 
of the matter, but it does affect the prac- 
tical consideration of the question. In the 
first place, I doubt very much whether 
there are a large number of labourers in 
this country who always work in casual 
agricultural employment. The hon. 
Member for South Somerset rather sug- 
gests that the men who only casually em- 
ploy a labourer form the larger part of 
the farmers. It is almost impos- 
sible to call such men farmers at 
all. The man we propose to protect 
is a man who is practically a labourer 
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himself. There are hundreds such in 
every country district; they work one 
day for themselves on their own allot- 
ments or gardens, and the next day 

rhaps work for their neighbour on his 
Tt would be absurd 
to say if A was working on the plot of B 
on Monday and was injured, B should 
compensate him, whereas if B the next 
day was working on A’s plot and was 
injured, ths compensation should be the 
other way. It seems almost impossible 
to adopt such a suggestion as that. But 
will the accidents in regard to the casual 
employment of such very small men as 
that be numerous? I am glad to think 
that the number of accidents in rural dis- 
tricts is very small compared with the 
number of accidents in almost any other 
employment. Agriculture may not be 
remunerative, but it is more or less safe. 
If there are accidents they occur mainly 
from three sources, namely, the use of 
machinery, the use of spirited horses, or 
from the liability of men to fall from 
high stacks or ricks. In the case of these 
very small men machinery is not employed, 
so that that source of danger may be ex- 
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a landowner insuring the casual labourers 
of his very small tenants? He would 
have to go round and ask every single 
cottager on his estate how many times he 
had had A or B to do a job for him and 
paid him a shilling or two for his services, 
and the making up of a wages bill would 
be a matter of considerable practical diffi- 
culty. Moreover, if I was a director of 
an insurance company, which I am not, I 
should say, “ We insure you employers 
against accidents to workmen, but we rely 
on your exercising some discretion as to 
the men you employ.” Now, if a land- 
owner indirectly insures the labourer of 
his very small tenant, he has no control 
over that labourer. He might be a man 
whose intemperance was such that it was 
extremely probable to bring about an 
accident, and I very much doubt whether 
insurance companies would undertake to 
insure Owners against accidents to men 
over whom they had no control whatever. 
But these poor men, whose case we are 
considering, will not go absolutely with- 
out any help. The great friendly 
societies of the country provide accident 
funds, and a man, if he belonged to one 


cluded from the point we are considering. | of these societies, would be able to go on 


Nor are their horses spirited. 


They | the funds of his society. 


It is one of the 


usually have but one horse, and it is | glories of this Parliament that we have 


generally of a chastened spirit. I do not 
suggest that the owner does not take 
proper care of it, but it has much work 
to do, and such horses do not bring about 
accidents by their high spirits. Then the 
stacks of these men are not high. I wish 
these men had more to put into their 
stacks, but as a matter of fact the stacks 
are not very high, so that that source of 
danger to the agricultural labourer does 
not apply. The hon. Member for South 
Somerset said there was no fund from 
which compensation could properly be 
drawn, and he suggested that the land- 
owners should pay. I believe there are 
some owners who do, as a matter of fact, 
insure the workmen of their tenants. 
But I see a very practical difficulty in the 
case of these casual labourers on very 
small holdings. Insurance companies 
base their rates of premium on the wages 
bill. One fills in a schedule of the amount 
of wages it is anticipated will be paid in 
the year, and at the end of the year that 
is adjusted with the company. If you 
have paid more wages you pay a little 
more premium ; if you have paid less wages 
the company makes you an allowance. 
But how could that be done in the case of 





provided so much compensation for so 
many workmen who are injured in 
the course of their employment, 
and that we have done it by 
encouraging the system of insurance, 
withoutinjuringtheemployers. Weshould, 
however, be doing harm and not good to 
the labouring population if we taught 


'them to throw all their cares on the 


| 
| 





Government and to make no _ provision 
for accidents happening to themselves. 
If any labourer said, “I am so fully 
insured under the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act that I need not continue my 
subscription to my club,” he would be 
acting foolishly, because an accident may 
happen to him when he is working on his 
own plot or allotment, or when he is 
not working for anybody at all, and then 
if he has taken his name off his club he 
willreceive no compensation whatever. The 
hon. Member for South Somerset says that 
we should look closely at the words of 
this Bill. That is very true, especially as 
regards the third version of the words 
which has been laid before us for carrying 
out the object we all desire. I have com- 
pared the Bill as brought into this House 
with the Bill as it left the Grand Com- 
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mittee, and I think there are only about 
five words in the first operative clause 
which are in the same position now as 
when the Bill was read a second time. 
We have, therefore, an entirely different 
wording from that which we originally 
had to consider. I go a step further. 
If anybody will look at the Amend- 
ments on the Paper they will see 
that the Amendments proposed by the 
promoters of the Bill will again so change 
the substance, at any rate, of the wording 
as to make this a third Bill brought in 
during the present session. That being 
so, it is practically before us to consider 
which of the three wordings carry out our 
intentions in the best and wisest form. 
That is surely a matter, considering the 
greatness of the subject, which might 
absorb the attention and energy of this 
House upon this Wednesday afternoon. 
I am very glad that, whether on account of 
this or some other Bill, there is so large 
an attendance on this occasion, because 
in the multitude of counsellors that I see 
present perhaps we shall have an accumu- 
lation of wisdom. It is an opportunity 
for getting this Bill into the very best 
phraseology—a phraseology which even 
lawyers will understand, so that they will 
not have to fight over the meaning of it 
in the Courts ; and to get such a phrase- 
ology as that will be a very worthy use of 
a Wednesday afternoon. 
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Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) : 
With regard to the small employer, my 
opinion and experience differ entirely 
from the view put forward by the hon. 
Member for Thirsk. The small employer 
is the man who has the worst machinery, 
the worst plant, and the most inefficient 
appliances ; and also with regard to the 
one horse kept by these small employers 
my experience is different from that of 
the hon. Member. These men have not 
means adequate for the proper conduct of 
their business, and they have to buy 
horses that nobody else will buy; they 
have not the money to buy a good horse, 
so they get a “ jibber,” and a “jibber ” is 
the most dangerous of all. I would much 
rather deal with the most spirited horse 
than with a “jibber.” The most terrify- 
ing few minutes of my life during recent 
years were the result of the action of the 
only horse of one of these small farmers. 
My life, whatever it was worth, was in 
great danger, and I can assure the hon. 


Gentleman that I earnestly wished there 


Mr. Grant Lawson. 
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were no such horses in the hands of small 
holders. A man is much safer in the 
employ of a large farmer than of a small 
employer. That of a large corporation is 
always the safest service in which to be 
engaged. The man serving under a 
farmer who only occasionally employs 
labour is under far more dangerous condi- 
tions than the man serving under a 
farmer who habitually employs labour; 
therefore the only logical course is to 
omit altogether the word “habitual.” 
But I understand that to attempt to 
force that is to wreck the Bill. That 
is the position taken up by the Govern- 
ment, and I am not prepared to do 
anything calculated to have that effect. 
If there are any means of improv- 
ing the measure without endangering its 
passage I will support them. On this 
Report stage I shall take precisely the 
same action as I took in the Grand Com- 
mittee—namely, that of adopting such 
policy as I think is best calculated to en- 
sure the passing of the Bill. The sensible 


appeal made by the right hon. Gentleman, 
the Member for the Forest of Dean does’ 


not appear to find favour with the only 
representative of the Cabinet present ; 
therefore I take it that we must go on with 
the Bill, for the position is that we must 
have the Bill to-day or not at all. Iam 
for having the Bill with all its defects, 
In this Bill, as in most Bills, there are 
many defects ; this Bill to a large degree 
is full of defects. I entirely adopt the 
view of the hon. Member for South 
Somerset, that a very large number 
of labourers will be excluded from its 
scope. It is all very well to ask for 
statistics; it is easier to ask than to 
supply ; but we all know that with re- 
gard to the Act of 1897 probably the 
larger proportion of the workers are out- 
side of it. With regard to this present 
Bill probably the larger part of the agri- 
cultural labourers will come within its 
scope, but there will yet be a large 
number excluded. If the Government 
would agree to the omission of the word 
“habitual ” I think they would make this 
a better, stronger, and more logical Bill. 
On the other hand, I recognise the 
danger of imposing upon a man 
who is himself only a labourer in 
degree the fearful responsibility which 
might be imposed upon him by the 
omission of the word “ habitual” ; and that 
brings me to this one point. In 18971 
expressed the opinion that there would 
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be no final settlement of this question of 
compensation until a part or the whole of 
the compensation due to the workers was 
paid by the State. That is the only 
resting place, and to that point it will, in 
my judgment, ultimately come. There 
is no sound argument against it, and it 
will be impossible to give the workers full 
compensation until some measure of that 
kind is passed into law. I exceedingly 
regret the exclusion which will occur 
under theseewords. An accident is an 
accident and a loss is a loss, whether it is 
met with in the service of a poor or of a 
rich employer. This measure does not 
do all that we want, but we shall have to 
take what we can get, and I sincerely trust 
that such a policy may prevail this after- 
noon as will see the Bill through in an 
hour or so, so that we may get on to 
another interesting subject. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): When 
the Bill was before the Standing Commit- 
tee the hon. Member for South Somerset- 
shire and the hon. Member for the Lich- 
field Division were the only members of 
the committee who supported the pro- 
posal for solving the problem of bringing 
the whole body of agricultural labourers 
within its scope, by throwing the liability 
upon the owner of the land instead 
of upon the employer; and amongst 
others, the hon. Members for Leicester, 
Morpeth, and Battersea voted against this 
Amendment. They knew perfectly well 
taat such a proposal was inconsistent 
with the principle of the original Act, 
which was that the burden should fall 
upon the employers actually interested, 
so as to make them feel pecuniarily 
the responsibility of looking after the 
safety of those whom they employed. 
In the discussions on the Act of 1897 
representatives of the working men 
insisted over and over again that their 
object was not to obtain money compensa- 
tion, but to secure greater safety of 
employment. The proposal under dis- 
cussion would make this Bill not an 
extension of the Act of 1897, but a re- 
versal of the principle of that measure. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): With regard to the suggestion 
that exceptional measures should be 


adopted for the passage of this Bill, there 
will be plenty of time, if it is found that 
Wednesday is not sufficient, for the right 
hon. Baronet then to urge the Govern- 
ment to take other steps. 


VOL. LXXXIV. 
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reason to depart now from the usual 
course and to take a private Member’s 
Bill out of its regular place on the Paper 
in the midst of the discussion, especially 
when we have at least three hours for its 
consideration. I am glad that we have 
this opportunity of discussing what is 
undoubtedly an extremely important 
measure. I am rather inclined to agree 
that a certain number of workmen 
will be excluded from the  opera- 
tion of this Bill. I am _ sorry 
the hon. Member opposite did not give 
any statistics or grounds for that suppo- 
sition; I was most anxious to hear on 
what he founded that belief. But un- 
doubtedly the inclusion of the word 
“habitual” must to a certain extent 
deprive a number of men of the benefits 
of this measure. In 1897, when the 
Workmen’s Compensation Bill was before 
the House, I voted against the inclusion 
of agricultural labourers within the scope 
of that measure, because I thought that. 
agriculture was in such an extremely bad 
condition that it would not be able to 
stand the heavy charges which such an 
inclusion would involve. Since then we 
have seen that the cost of insurance is 
considerably less than was anticipated, 
and that on the whole the Act of 1897 
has worked well. It seems to me, there- 
fore, that we have good ground for bring- 
ing the agricultural labourers within the 
operation of the Act. But if you bring 
in agricultural labourers at all I cannot 
conceive why every agricultural labourer 
should not be brought in. The agricul- 
tural labourer employed by a small man 
may be injured just as seriously as the 
man employed by the big farmer, but if 
the word “habitual” is left in he will 
not get the benefits of the Act. The 
object is to include all men who are 
injured in the course of their avocation, 
and therefore I hope that, if, as I under- 
stand, the Amendment to leave out the 
word “habitual” cannot be accepted, 
some means may be found by which 
these men will not be deprived of the 
benefits we wish to see extended to 
them. I cannot agree with the sugges- 
tion that the charge should be put upon 
the landowners. The effect of such a 
course would be to discourage care on 
the part of farmers in seeing that 
their appliances were in good order 
and in doing everything they could 
to enable their labourers to carry 
out their work without injury, as there 


t 
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would be no incentive to the farmer 
to take ordinary precautions. Nor 
can I agree with the hon. Member for 
Thirsk that in every instance the poor 
employer has the best appliances. I 
rather agree with the hon. Member for 
Leicester on that point, though I do not 
believe that the “ jibbing” horse is such 
a dangerous animal as he would have 
us suppose. I have had several such 
horses myself, and it is my belief that 
the “jibbing” can be cured if the horse 
is treated properly. The absence of the 
Irish Members has been alluded to and 
urged as a reason for the postponement 
of this Bill. The measure has been 
down for a considerable time, and every 


{COMMONS} 





Member of the House must have been | 
fully aware that it was coming on to-day. | 
If the Irish Members do not consider the | 
Bill to be of sufficient importance to | 
them to be present, that is no reason | 
why the House should postpone the con- | 
sideration of the Bill because of their | 


absence. | 
| 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): | 
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seems to be a desire on the part of the 
Opposition to delay the passage of this 
Bill, and the reason, no doubt, is that, 
having assented to the Second Reading 
because it was not convenient to divide 
against it, they are now, at the present 
stage, endeavouring to smother the 
measure in their embraces. The House 
is absolutely at one in the view that the 
agricultural labourer ought to enjoy the 
same privileges as those included within 
the operations of the present Act, but it 
would be an extraordinary proposition, 
and one which finds no parallel in the 
existing law, that the owner of the pro- 
perty, although he is not the employer, 
should be made responsible for the acci- 
dent, because the employer of the person 
injured is not in a sufficiently solvent 
position to meet the claims which may 
be made upon him. One of the most 
amusing of the reasons put forward to 
delay the passing of this Bill is that of 
the absence of the Irish Members. _ If 
this House is to delay the passing of 
beneficent legislation because Irish Mem- 
bers do not think fit to attend, motions 





I must express my astonishment that the | for adjournment will be most constant, 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for | especially when matters vitally affecting 
Forest of Dean should have made the | the Empire are brought frrward. — Per- 
remarks he has done. It is only another | gonally, I should be the first to assist 
proof, if proof were needed, that hon. | hon. Members from Ireland if I thought 
Members sitting on that side of the | any injustice was being done to them, 
House have no real sympathy with the | hut I fail to see any legitimate argument 





working man, but only the idea of punish- 
ing owners of property. 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE asked the hon. | 


Member in what way he had gathered that 
impression. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS: I am not to 
be intimidated by the interruptions of the 


right hon. Gentleman in any remarks | | 


have to make. I know he has been in 
the House longer than I have, and on 
more than one occasion he has inter- 
rupted me when I have attempted to 
address the House, and, as a young 
Member, of course I feel it very keenly. 
I am one of those who have always sup- 
ported the Government and the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary for the Colonies 
in their efforts from time to time to deal 
with this question and to extend this 
principle, but one of the small points 
upon which I was not in accord with my 
party was the omission of the agri- 
cultural labourer from those who 
were to enjoy the benefits of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act. There 


Mr. Banbury. 


| based upon the fact of their absence. 


| Mr. ABRAHAM  (Glamorganshire, 
| Rhondda) rose in his place, and claimed 
|to move, “That the Question be now 
|put;” but Mr. Speaker withheld his 
}assenf, and declined then to put that 
Question. 


Mr. H. ©. RICHARDS: I am de- 
| lighted to find that there is, at any rate, 
'one Member from Wales who is in earnest 
on this matter, but if he is really anxious 
| that this measure should be passed into 
| law, I am sure he will not wish to burke 
‘discussion upon it, unless he feels that 
| that discussion will tend to open the eyes 
of the people as to the way in which this 
| Bill is being treated by certain Members 
of this House. With some experience of 
‘the working of the older Act, I am glad 
‘to think that the Standing Committee 
-have made this Bill what I may call a 
| short Bill and, as far as Acts of Parlia- 
'ment can be, one that is fairly easy to 
understand. We are all familiar with the 


/number of appeals which have from time 
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to time been brought before the Courts 
and carried to the final Court of Appeal 
at great expense to the working classes. 
I must express the hope that nothing 


will induce the Government to alter | 


the view they have expressed as to 
“habitual” employment. In my opinion 
that word is a most material portion of 


the measure, but it might be well that | 
that word “habitual” should be dealt | 
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clearly what is meant. With regard to 
the 15th line of the Bill the expression 
“ workman ”—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
| hon. Member is following a rather 
| unusual course in discussingall the Amend- 
ments on the Paper upon the motion that 
this Bill be now considered. 


Mr. H. C. RICHARDS: 





I will not 


with in some explanatory way, otherwise | qwel] further upon that point, but on 


there will prebably be some expensive | 


test case with regard to the matter. | 
When we deal with the question of the 
servant of the small employer, who is in 
some counties the first person to be con- 
sidered, I do not see how he can look or 
hope for inclusion. Unfortunately the 
tendency in all departments is for the 


behalf of the London Members and of those 
who take a great interest in this principle, 
I trust the House will, without further 
delay, agree to the Amendment which 
has been moved. 

Question put, and agreed to. 
sidered. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: When this 


Bill con- 





small man to be pushed out. With all 
respect to the suggestion of the right hon. | 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest of | 
Dean, his remarks with regard to State | 
insurance are quite beyond the subject. | 
We have not yet come to a position in| 
this country when State insurance can be | 
undertaken, and all we can do is to| 
ensure for the agricultural labourers the 
same privileges as are possessed by the | 
workmen in towns. The provision in | 
Clause 1 that the occupier shall be) 
deemed to be the undertaker within the | 
meaning of the Act is, I venture to | 
think, as far as this principle can be) 
carried, and if it is carried out in a spirit | 
of perfect justice to the workman and a 
spirit of equity to the small employer of | 
labour in agriculture, the latter will suffer 
no more than the small employer of 


| 


labour in towns is_ suffering, and 
must naturally suffer, under _ this | 
Act if his machinery is deficient. | 


As a lawyer I object to what I may call | 
loose and careless drafting which will lead | 
toa great amount of unnecessary litiga- | 
tion. I should like these points dealt | 
with in an explanatory clause, so that the | 
County Court Judges may have some | 
idea of what the legislature in its wisdom | 
meant. Lord Justice Smith, in dealing | 
with the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
has made some remarks which are the 
reverse of complimentary to the wisdom 
of Parliament. [Opposition cries of 
“Hear, hear ! ,” I am glad to find that 
there are hon. Members on the opposite 
side of the House who agree with Lord 
Justice Smith in the attention which he 
has drawn to this question. I would 


suggest that the House should deal fully 
and clearly with the words and specify 





Bill was before the Standing Committee 
on Trade, at the conclusion of the pro- 
ceedings of that Commit’ .. I asked the 
senior Law Officer of the Crown whether 
the word “workman” which appears in 
line 6 and line 9 meant the same thing in 
each case, and he said there was a very 
considerable difficulty in the interpreta- 
tion of the word, and he was doubtful 
whether it meant the same thing in the 
second case as in the first, and he pro- 
mised to consider that point. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RopertT FIntay, Inverness Burghs) : 
When was that statement made ? 


*Smr CHARLES DILKE: It was at 
the conclusion of the proceedings of the 
Standing Committee on Trade that I 
raised this point. For the purpose of 
asking a question upon this point as to 
the meaning of the word “ workman,” I 
propose to move an Amendment to 
leave out the word “ workman ” at the end 
of line 6 and insert the word “labourer.” 
The word “workman” is employed in 
line 6 to define the persons who are to 
receive the benefit of the Act. In line 
9 the word “workman” is again used, 
but in a different sense, for there it pro- 
vides for persons who “ habitually employ 
for hire one or more workmen,” and those 
persons are to be deemed employers from 
whom compensation may be claimed. My 
first question is whether it is the intention 
of the Government that the word ‘“ work- 
man” should mean the same thing in the 
first case and in the second case, and 
whether the word “workman” shall have 
one meaning in the whole of this Bill. In 
line 15 there is a definition of the word 


T 2 
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* workman,” which provides that “the 
expression ‘workman’ in the case of 
agriculture, means every labourer in agri- 
culture.” I understand that the motion 
is to be made to leave out those words. 
It is also provided that this Bill is to be 
read as one with the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1897, but in that Act the 
word ‘ workman” means something 
quite different from what it means 
at common law. In that Act the term 
“ workman ” includes persons who obtain 
their living ‘‘by manual labour or other- 
wise.” That provision immensely ex- 
tends the definition of ‘ workman,” as it 
has hitherto existed. The words “or 
otherwise,” which are to be read as one 
with this Act include clerks in the em- 
ployment of firms, and I should like to 
know if that is the intention in this Bill. 
Possibly the courts might interpret the 
words in adifferent way. I want to know 
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whether the word “workman” has the same | 
meaning in line 6 as it has in line 9, 


where it is again used. In the first case 
you are dealing with the man who 
obtains the advantage of the Bill, and in 
the second place you are dealing with the 
man who has to pay compensation under 
this Bill. When [ put this question 
on the Standing Committee on Trade I 
put a concrete case. In the cider 
industry there are people employed in 
pressing. The small occupier takes 
apples from other persons and manufac- 
tures them into cider, and he employes 
workmen really in a workshop, and who 
are not workmen engaged in agricul- 
ture under the words contained in 


line 15. Are those men to be in- 
cluded in the term “workmen” in 
line 9% That is a_ plain question 
with a plain concrete _ illustration. 


This Act is to be read as one with the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, and 
there the definition of “workman” is 
different to that given at common law. 
My contention is that three different 
meanings are attached to the word “ work- 
man”—one by the original Act, one 
in line 6, and another different one in line 
9. This matter is one so vital to the 
working of this Bill that it ought to be 
cleared up and placed beyond all doubt, 
because it is probable that lawyers with 
the definition of “workman” contained 
in line 15 would construe the word 
“workman” as meaning something diffe- 
rent in lines 6 and 9. It is an important 
point, because the wider the meaning of 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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the word “ workman ” in line 9, the wider 
will be the effect of this Bill. If you 
limit it to workmen employed in agricul- 
ture the measure will be much narrower: 
in its operation. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 6, to leave out the word 
‘workman,’ and insert the word ‘ labourers” 
instead thereof.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘workman’ stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: When this 
Bill was before the Grand Committee I 
looked up a great many books of law to 
ascertain the various terms that could be 
used. I understand that the right hon. 
Gentleman’s proposal is to leave out the 
word “workman” and insert the word 
“ labourer.” 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: No. I am 
quite indifferent as to the word used, and 
I have merely suggested the word 
“labourer ” for the purpose of raising the 
question. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: If the word 
“ Jabourer ” is adopted it will lead to very 
great confusion indeed. I find that in 
the case of Morgan v. The London General 
Omnibus Company a labourer is described 
as— 


“A man who digs and does other work of 
that kind with his hands. A carpenter or a 
bailiff, or a parish clerk is not called a 
labourer.” 


It is obviously intended that a_ bailiff 
should come under this Act, and if the 
word “labourer” is left in the Bill a 
bailiff would be excluded from the benefits. 
of the Act. In the case of Lowther v. 
Radnor, Chief Justice Ellenborough 
decided— 


‘“‘ Neither would a labourer include a skilled 
artisan, there being, as I take it, a distinction: 
between a journeyman in any art, trade, or 
mystery, or other workmen employed in the 
ditferent branches of it, and a labourer.” 


Then, again, it was stated in the case of 
The Queen v. Sibrishi that— 


“It is doubtful whether the word ‘labourer’ 
in the Sunday Act extends to an agricultural 
labourer.” 


So that it is clear that the word 





“labourer” seems to have troubled the 


: é : * 
Courts, and if you put in this Bill the 
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word “labourer” it will certainly be 
brought up again for the reconsideration 
of the Courts. There is one expression, 
however, which has been interpreted by 
the Courts, and the House will agree 
that we should try to get a definition 
which has been before the Courts... If we 
do that we shall get a judicial opinion 
without having to pay for it. The ex- 
pression “servant in husbandry ” occurs 
in a great many Acts of Parliament ; 
it occurs in the definition of “ work- 
men” in the Employers’ and Workmen’s 
Act of 1875, in the definition of “work- 
men” in the Employers’ Liability Act 
of 1880, and in the Truck Act of 1887. 
So that it is an expression with which the 
Courts are familiar. In one case quoted 
in Stroud’s Judicial Dictionary the defini- 





tion given of a “servant in husbandry ” 
is— 


“ A person, whether male or female, whose | 
chief employment is in the work of husbandry— | 
that is, the culture or keeping of the ground, 
or the management, or working of horses or 
cattle, or the gathering in of crops or any | 
other work strictly pertaining to the manual | 
labour required by farmers. Therefore a farm | 
bailiff is not, but a dairymaid, who also does | 
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expression which is defined by that <Act, 
and which it is fortunate has not yet 
given rise to any controversy. I think 
everyone in this House, whether lawyer 
or layman, will agree to retain an expres- 
sion which has that recommendation. In 
answer to the right hon. Baronet the Mem- 
ber for the Forest of Dean, I have to say 
that of course the Bill is subject to amend- 
ment at the hands of the House on 
Report stage, and the ultimate construc- 
tion of the Bill must depend on the way 
it emerges from the Report stage. But 
assuming that the word “labourer” is to 
be eliminated from the Bill, I should say 
that the word “workman” in the Bill 
will be read as in the principal Act, for 
this Bill is to be read along with the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act of 1897. 

both 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: In 


cases 4 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: Yes, in both 
eases. There “workman” _ ineludes 
“every person who is engaged in an em- 
ployment to which this Act applies, 
whether by way of manual labour or 


household work, is a servant in husbandry.” | otherwise, and whether his agreement is 
| one of service or apprenticeship or other- 

That is a judicial decision given in the | wise, and is expressed or implied, is oral, 
Queen’s Bench, and which would guide | or in writing.” The limitation would be 
any future Queen’s Bench decision. I | if he isa workman employed in agricul- 
venture to suggest to my right hon. | ture, and that means that agriculture is 
friend the Attorney General that he | his principal employment. In regard to 
should consider whether it would not be | a workman engaged in making cider, if 
as well to adopt in this Bill the expression | the person was an agricultural workman 
“servant in husbandry.” | engaged in the operations of agriculture, 
and only on occasion used in the manu- 

Str ROBERT FINLAY: I think my | facture of apples into cider, he would fall 
hon. and learned friend who has just| under the section as it probably will 
spoken has given conclusive reasons | emerge from the Report stage. His prin- 
against the introduction or retention in| cipal employment would be agriculture ; 
the Bill of the expression “labourer.” It | his employment in cider-making would 
is highly undesirable to have any | be only occasional. If, on the other hand, 
definition like that in this Bill, lest we | the person was not employed in agricul- 








raiseagain in the Courts disputes regarding 
its interpretation. I cannot say, however, 
that my hon. and learned friend has con- 
verted me to the proposal that he has 
made in regard to the phrase “servant 
in husbandry.” He began with a quota- 
tion from a most interesting and valuable 
work by Mr. Stroud, a work on the 
English language employed by Judges. 
The expression “servant employed in 
husbandry ” has received definition from 
the Courts several times ; but we are now 
dealing with the principal Act of 1897, 
and surely it is much better to retain the 





ture, but was engaged in the manufacture 
of the cider, he would not be an agricul- 
tural workman within the meaning of the 


Act. 

Mr. GALLOWAY: Then the expres- 
sion in line 16, “‘every labourer in agri- 
culture,” will go out of the Bill? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Yes. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): The 
idea of the Government now is to leave 
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Question proposed, “That the words. 
‘the occupier’ stand part of the Bill.” 
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the definition of “workman” as it stands in 
the principal Act ? 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY: Yes. Mr. GALLOWAY: My hon. friend’s 


*sm CHARLES DILKE: I may say | Amendment will take out the whole. 
the object I had in view in formally | definition of “undertaker,” which is very 
moving the Amendment has been at- | !mportant. In the original Act the 
tained. The reading of the Attorney | ‘ undertaker” in every particular trade: 
General is an improvement on what [| 38 defined. 
understood in the Standing Committee. | 
I beg to ask leave to withdraw the) *Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
Amendment. ton): It is to be hoped that the House. 
| will not accept the Amendment, because: 
it will make a complete alteration in the: 
*Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) ‘ | construction of the Bill, and its effect willbe: 
the Grand | Very far reaching. The hon. Member who. 
it stands | moved the Amendment has forgotten that 
, | this Bill, when passed, is to be read with 
the principal Act. The Amendment would 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


bjection was raised in 
Committee to the clause as 
at present, on the ground that it might | 
apply only to farmers and might not | 


include landlords and other persons, and | 
that it might not bring all classes of em- | 
ployment in agriculture within the Bill. | 
I therefore move, as an Amendment, to 

leave out the words “the occupier of any | 
farm or premises used wholly or in part | 
for the business of agriculture who | 
‘habitually employs for hire one or more | 
workmen, and any such occupier shall be | 
deemed an undertaker within the meaning | 
of that Act” (the Act of 1897), and to 


substitute the words “any employer who | the Bill. 


: : 
habitually employs for hire one or more | 


exclude the operation of the general 
definition of the word “ undertaker ” ; and. 
the consequence would be that a large 
portion of the provisions of the original 
Act which it is intended to apply to 
agricultural labourers would be absolutely 
meaningless amd inapplicable. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I do not 
quite see how the acceptance of the 
Amendment would very materially alter 
The object of my hon. friend 
in proposing the Amendment is to restrict 


workmen in such employment.” I pro- | the operation of the Act to a certain ex- 


pose to substitute the term “employer” | tent. 


It is quite clear that by the Bill 


instead of “occupier,” as it will remove |@8_ it at present stands compensation 
these doubts. On the Second Reading | might be exacted at the hands of centain 
both sides of the House recognised the employers of labour who are themselves. 
desirability of doing something to safe- | more In need of, and deserve, compensa- 





guard the interest of the small man 
against the operation of the Bill—the 
man who is little better off than the 
agricultural labourer himself. The 
Government in committee proposed to 
limit the liabilities to the employer 
who “habitually” employs, and no one 
has proposed any other word which will 
limit less the scope of the Bill. I. sincerely 
hope that the House will accept my 
Amendment, which, while it safeguards 
the small man who employs another 
workman once or twice a year, includes 
all the larger class of employers. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, to leave out from the 
word ‘by’ to the word ‘ Act,’ in line 10, in- 
clusive, and insert the words ‘any employer 
who habitually employs for hire one 
more workmen in such employment.’ ”—(J/r. 


Goulding.) 
Mr. Tomlinson. 


| tion than to be called upon to pay it. 


| hope the House will accept the Amend- 
| ment. 


| ComMANDER BETHELL (Yorkshire, 
| E.R., Holderness): There is nothing more 
| certain than that persons who do not 
| habitually, but only occasionally,. employ 
labour will not insure against the possi- 
| bility of accidents, and if an accident did 
/oceur it would be very serious for them. 
| We have got to deal with people as they 
'are, and not as they ought to be. My 
| hon. friend, in proposing his Amendment, 
seeks to remove a blot on the Bill. I do 
‘not quite know whether the phraseology 
‘is right— whether we ought to say 
| “usually ” or “habitually.” It seems to 
‘me that “habitually” either goes too far 
or not far enough, and some other word 
might be employed. 
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Mr.CRIPPS (Gloucestershire, Stroud) : 
I hope that this Amendment will be 
adopted, as it will extend the scope of the 


Act, and get rid of undesirable techni- | 


cality. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY : I quite agree 
with my hon. and learned friend that the 


effect of the Amendment will be to extend 
the operation of the Bill. For instance, 
suppose land is in the occupation of a 
tenant but the timber is reserved for the 
landlord, and the landlord is having his 
timber cut, that would be an_ opera- 
tion of agriculture within the inten- 
tion of the Bill. But, if we re- 
tained the Bill as it came from the 
Standing Committee, it would be im- 
possible to say that the landlord who 
employed the men to cut the timber 
was in the occupation of the farm, so as 
to be liable if any accident took place. 
By getting rid of the expression “ occu- 


pier” we get rid of a host of difficulties. | 


Take another case. A man who has 
bought a growing crop on a farm is not 
an occupier when he sends men to reap it. 
Other cases of doubt might be suggested, 
but sufficient have been quoted to show 
that there is something to be said for the 
proposed Amendment. The principal Act 
deals with employers, and uses the ex- 
pression in the first section that “the 
employer shall be liable to pay compensa- 
tion.” But when you come to the end of 
the Act the employer is defined as mean- 
ing the undertaker in respect to certain 
enterprises—railways, factories, quarries, 
laundries, mines, and buildings. The 
reason of that is obvious. The scope of 
the Act of 1897 was, for reasons suffi- 
cient to Parliament, limited to these 
particular undertakings. The reasons for 
adopting the language of the original Act 
in the present Bill are overwhelming. 


Mid): I agree with what the Attorney 
General has said, that the language 
of the Amendment is much _ better 
than in the clause as it stands, 
because it extends the operation 
of the Bill. The learned Attorney 
General did not deal with the last three 
words of the Amendment, “in such em- 
ployment,” which seem to me to restrict 
the operation of the Act somewhat. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that the word 

workman” in line 9 was intended by 
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the Government to be wider than that in 
| line as 


Sirk ROBERT FINLAY : On the con- 
trary, I said the interpretation of the 
word “ workman” would be the same in 
both lines, and the same as is defined in 
the principal Act. 


Mr. S. T. EVANS: I understood the 
Attorney General to say in answer to the 
| right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
| Forest of Dean that it would be better to 
| preserve the term ‘workman ” in line 9 
because it would have a more extended 
| meaning than in line 7. 





Sir ROBERT FINLAY: What I said 
was that the word “workman ” was used 
in the same sense as in the principal Act, 

and that it would include persons 
| engaged in agriculture who do not work 
with their hands. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
|The Amendment as it stands does two 
things: it turns “ undertaker ” out of the 
| Bill, and puts in “employer” instead of 
|“ occupier.” If “undertaker” is turned 
'out of the Bill, a deal of reconstruction 
|will be required, and something like 
| Clause 4 of the original Act in regard to 
/contractors will have to be introduced. 
|For instance, if an owner of property 
/employs persons to erect fences or gates, 
| surely these ought to be included within 
the scepe of a Bill like this, but they 
would not be in the Bill as it at present 


| stands. 


Question put and negatived. 
Remaining words omitted. 


Question proposed, “That those words 


_be there inserted.” 
Mr. S. T. EVANS (Glamorganshire, | 


*Mr. STRACHEY: My _ object in 
/moving to leave out “habitually” is to 
make the clause wider, and not to restrict 
| the advantages to be derived under the 
| Act to agricultural labourers on big farms, 
/and to prevent even on big farms the 
‘exclusion of men who thatch, drain, and 
| do other work which is not by its nature 
‘continuous. When discussing the Bill 
\earlier in the day the objection to this 
| state of things was met by saying that we 
were only dealing with cases where a 
\labourer employs another labourer, but 
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hon. Members who use such an argument 
are only trifling with the House. If they 
are really sincere in what they profess is 
their object, let them put in, as they 
could easily do, words which will strictly 
limit the operation of the Act to such 
cases. In numberless cases men are only 
employed on farms during the summer 
time in the hay and cornharvest, and these 
would be excluded from receiving com- 
pensation for death or injury under this 


Bill. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed | 


Amendment— 


“To leave out the word ‘habitually.’”— 
(Mr. Strachey.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘habitually ’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


*Mr. LONG: I hope the House will 
not accept this Amendment. Although 
the hon. Gentleman says it is quite easy 
to find words to express the limitation, 
he does not assist the House by proposing 
such words. The hon. Gentleman sug- 
gested that there was a lack of sincerity 
in the hon. Members who support the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Devizes. I think the hon. Gentleman is 


rather carried away by the excess of his | 
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granted compensation when an accident 
occurs, whatever the employment they are 
engaged in at the moment; but there 
must, in justice, be a limitation. I have 
no particular admiration for the word 
‘“‘habitually.” The Attorney General has 
carefully considered this, and has sought 
to find some word that would be agree. 
able to the House, and more suitable 
than “habitually” ; but no one has as 
yet succeeded in getting such a word. 
The hon. Member for Holderness has 





suggested the word “usually,” but I do 
not know that the word “usually” 
| would be better than “ habitually.” The 
| word “ habitually ” means the case where 
|a master is in the regular course of em- 
| ploying labourers on his farm. It does 
|not follow that he employs the same 
/man from the Ist January to the 31st of 
December, but that it is his regular busi- 
| hess as an agricultural employer to have 
| labourers on his farm, and he ought in 
that case to have the same liability in 
| regard to injuries as other employers of 
' labour. On the other hand it would 
|exclude men who only want assistance 
| occasionally for a day or two. That is 
the best suggestion that has been made, 
'and I hope the Committee will agree to 
| the Amendment. 

| 


Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Hereford) : 


devotion to the interests of the agricul- | My objection to the word “habitually ” 


tural labourer, and this leads him to dis- 
regard the just interest of the agricul- 


| 


| is that a small farmer will be unable to 
| 


find an insurance company to insure him 





tural employer. I must say that if this | against the risk of injuries to a labourer 
Bill were carried in its present form, a| whom he cannot define, or about whom 
grave injustice would be inflicted upon | he can give no information as to where 
the smaller class of agricultural employers | and when he is to be employed. There 
who are in many cases no better off, from | are hundreds of small employers who 
a financial point of view, than the | would be ruined if casual labourers were 
labourers they employ ; and that injustice | brought within the scope of the Act ; and 
would outdo any benefit the Bill would | 
give to the agricultural labourer. If | “habitually” should be retained. 

a claim for compensation were brought 

against, say, a small farmer with only) Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
three or four acres of land, who occasion- | field): As to the statement of the hon. 
ally casually employed a labourer, it | Gentleman who has just sat down that 
would result in the ruin of the unfortu- | insurance companies would not insure 
nate man, and there would be a popular | against injuries to occasional labourers, I 
outcry against the measure. If this is to | believe that that is not correct, and that 
be a really beneficial measure there must | insurance companies will insure such 
be a limitation. An obvious difficulty | cases. [An Hon. Memper: The minimum 
arises in regard to the fact that a man is | premium is 5s.] That puts the possibility 
sometimes employed on purely agricul- | of insurance withinthe means of small men. 
tural work, and at other times on not | Words have been suggested over and over 
purely agricultural work. My _ hon. | again to protect the small employer, but 
friend thinks, and the Government agree | this not only protects the small employer, 
with him, that these workmen ought to be | but it cuts out a very large proportion of 


Mr. Strachey. 


it is absolutely necessary that the word 
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the agricultural labourers throughout the 


country, and curtails the Billin a way. 


never originally intended by the pro- 
moters. That will be the effect in various 
parts of the country. There are cases 
jn which a farmer who works his farm 
with the assistance of a son or two takes 


on men during the harvest, and in such : 


cases it would be a great hardship if the 
labourer did not get the benefit of the 
Bill. As originally introduced it con- 
tained none of these curtailments, but 
the Government and the Minister for 


prong have nursed it, with the re- 
8 
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CoMMANDER BETHELL: May I ask 
the Attorney General if he thinks in the 
case of a small employer who does not 
‘employ men ordinarily, but only during 
certain seasons of the year, that the 
Courts would interpret the word “habi- 
tually” so as to bring him within the 
scope of the Act ? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I do not 
think so. I do not think that occasional 
-employment at a particular time of the 
| year would constitute habitual employ- 
ment. 


ult that it is now restricted as far as it | 


possibly can be. 
introduced by the promoters of the Bill, 
but by the Government, who, while pro- 
fessing themselves anxious to carry the 
Bill, are endeavouring to curtail it as 
much as possible. 
will persist in his Amendment, and that 


he will receive the support of hon. ' 


Members on the other side who do not 
desire that the Bill should be restricted 
to a small number of agricultural 
labourers. 


These clauses were not | 


I hope my hon. friend | 


CoMMANDER BETHELL: Not even if 
it happened every year } 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I do not 
think that would be habitual employ- 
ment, even if it happened every year. 


Question put. 


_ The House divided :—Ayes, 205 ; Noes, 
120. (Division List No. 150.) 





Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baillie, J. E. B (Inverness) 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds : 
Banbury, Frederic George 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry,Sir Francis T.( Windsor) 
Beach, RtHon SirM.H.(Bristol | 
Beach, W W Bramston( Hants.) | 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. I.( Middlesex) 
Brassey Albert | 
Brown, Alexander H. 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Campbell, RtHnJ.A.(Glasgow) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbysh.) | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chelsea, Viscount 


AYES. 


Coddington, Sir William 
— Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Cooke,C. W. Radcliffe(Heref’d) | 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 


| Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 


Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. LeonardH. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 


| Curzon, Viscoun 


t 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Donkin, Richard Sim 


| Doughty, George 
| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 


| Doxford,Sir William Theodore 


Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faker, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


, Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 
| Fergusson,RtHnSirJ (Manch’r 


Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


| Fisher, William Hayes 


Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 


' Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fry, Lewis 


Garfit, William 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Gunter, Colonel 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hardy, Laurenee 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Edward B. (Hampst’d) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Houston, R. P. 
Howard, Joseph 
Howorth, Sir — Hoyle 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 


| Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 


Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence,SirEDurning-(Corn. 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
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Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Long,Col. CharlesW (Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
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Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
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Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
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Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dewar, Arthur 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Owen Morgan 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Saml. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir W, (Derby Co.) 
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Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robt. Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
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Picaidid EittalisenanCaress 
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Purvis, Robert 
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Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
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Gold, Charles 
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Hazell, Walter 
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Holden, Sir Angus 
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Kitson, Sir James 
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Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leese, Sir Jos. F. (Accrington 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

M‘Crae, George 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mappin. Sir Frederick Thorpe 
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Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M’T; 
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Stone, Sir Benjamin 
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Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Usborne, Thomas 
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Wrightson, Thomas 
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Williams, John Carvell(Notts. 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W): I should like the Attorney 
General to consider what the words 
“employs for hire” mean. Take the 
case of a farmer who works a farm of 150 
acres, and who has no regular servants 
in his employ, but is assisted by two sons 
residing at home, who take the place of 
farm labourers. They receive no fixed 
wages as remuneration for their services, 
but they get board and lodging and 
clothes and a small sum from time to time 
as pocket money. If I understand the 
Bill aright, that farmer would not come 
within the scope of the Bill. Take a 


second case—that of a farmer with an ad- , 


joining farm of smaller size. He has got 
one boy in regular employment, and it 
seems to me that unless the words ‘“ em- 
ploys for hire” cover the case of the 
farmer with one or two sens we may find 
ourselves in rather an anomalous position 
after the Bill becomes law, because a man 
who works a farm to the extent which 
necessitates the employment of two 
regular labourers would not come within 
the scope of the Act, whereas a man with a 
smaller farm would. That seems to me 
to be a substantial objection, because I 
take it that the object of those who are 
in favour of the Bill is to extend the 
operation of the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act to as many agricultural labourers 
as possible. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: Clearly the 
words “ employs for hire” mean employ- 
ment for wages, for hire means money. 
They would exclude a case in which 
assistance was given, although habitually, 
by sons living with their father at the 
farmhouse. That would, no doubt, be 
habitual employment, but not employ- 
ment for hire unless they were taken on 
for wages. 


Mr. 8. T. EVANS: I think the answer 
of the Attorney General renders it neces- 
sary to move that these words be omitted. 
The object of the Bill is to give compen- 
sation for workmen’s injuries, and if we 
have the case of a large farm on which 
possibly two sons are constantly em- 
ployed, although not for wages, why 
should they be precluded from obtaining 
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Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Woods, Samuel 
Yoxall, Jaines Henry 
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Wilson, John (Govan) Mr. Strachey and Mr. 


Courtenay Warner. 


compensation if they are injured? The 
case is a perfectly simple one, and I think 
the arguments are overwhelmingly in its 
favour. I beg to move to leave out the 
words “ for hire.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 


“To leave out the words ‘for hire.’”—(Mr. 
S. T. Evans.) 


Question proposed, “That the words: 
‘for hire’ stand part of the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I 


/am no lawyer, but it is perfectly apparent. 


that these words ought to be left in, 
because according to the Act a certain 
proportion of the wages is to be given to 
an injured man, and if he gets no wages 
how can he get any compensation ? 


Mr. 8. T. EVANS: That does not 
refer to the injuries to sons, but to 
injuries of workmen employed on the 
same farm. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: The hon. Gentleman 
wishes to introduce the sons. 


Mr. 8. T. EVANS: Oh, no! 


Mr. JEFFREYS: It seems to me per- 
fectly clear that these words “for hire” 
would limit compensation to men in 
receipt of wages. 


Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck): May I put this case to the 
Attorney General? Suppose we take a 
farmer who has two sons habitually work- 
ing on his farm, but not working for hire ; 
suppose at the busy season, such as the 
harvest, he takes on additional! hands, and 
during the harvest an accident unfortu- 
nately happens to one of them, what will 
be the position of that labourer? There is 
no one habitually employed by the farmer, 
because the two sons are not regarded as 
labourers working for hire. In the case 
I have suggested what would be the 
position of the injured man? Under the 
Bill, clearly, it seems to me he would have 
no claim whatever. That is manifestly 
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unfair, and I hope it is not the desire of 
the Government that it should be the 
ease. 
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Sir ROBERT FINLAY: May I, by per- 
mission of the House, answer the question 1 
I agree with the view expressed by the hon. 
Gentleman. As the Amendment stands 
at present, unless one or more men are 
habitually employed for hire, the Act 
would not apply in the case of a man 
assisting during a season of the year. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: I should like to 
ask the Attorney General whether this 
Amendment would be affected by the 
words which I have placed on tne Paper 
—“not being his father or son.” Would 
not that meet the case? 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: No ; unless | 
there is employment for hire. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 
I hope the Government will see the neces- 
sity of accepting this Amendment, other- 
wise there will be this anomaly : You will 
have two farms of the same extent, one of 
which is worked by the farmer with the 
assistance of his sons and the occasional 
employment of a labourer; while in the 
other the farmer has to employ two 
labourers habitually. Because the first 
farmer has two sons who are not employed | 
for hire, he is not to come within the Act, | 
whereas the other farmer is. I submit | 
that that would be a most glaring incon- 
sistency. I hope the Government will 
accept the Amendment, as it would 
simplify the Bill and make it more just. 





*Mr. LONG : I hope the House will be | 
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willing to agree to the suggestion that 
these two words should be omitted. I | 
think they constitute a practical diffi- | 


culty aud one which would involve a de- | 


parture from the standard we have sug- | 
gested. 


I think the difficulty would be | 
well met by the adoption of the Amend- | 
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hired labour. That does not go beyond 
the original intention of the Bill. 


ComMANDER BETHELL: I would 
wish to ask the Attorney General to 
consider whether the point raised by the 
hon. Member for the Wansbeck Division 
would not be covered if, after the word 
“habitually,” the following words were 
added, “or at regular seasons.” Perhaps 
the Attorney General would be good 
enough to give the matter attention 
when the Bill is under consideration in 
another place. Words of this kind 
would meet the points which have been 
made. 


*Mr. LONG: I do not think there is 
any necessity to introduce the words 
suggested by my hon. and gallant friend. 


Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon) said 
he desired to point out that the words 
“for hire” in this clause were intended 
primarily to confine the benefit of the 
oo Act to the paid workman. It 

ad now been objected that the indirect 
effect of those words, occurring where 
they did, would be to exclude all but paid 
workmen from being taken into con- 
sideration in estimating the position, im- 
portance, and responsibility of the 
employer. It might be well to strike out 
the words where they had that effect and 
insert them at a still earlier point in 
remodelling the clause, which would then 
run, “ From and after the commencement 
of this Act the Act of 1897 shall apply to 
the employment for hire of workmen in 
agriculture.” 


Question put and negatived. 


Mr. 8S. T. EVANS: As I intimated 
earlier, I will now move the omission of 
the words “in such employment.” 1 
have solid ground for doing so. _ It is ob- 
vious to anyone reading the clause that 
the insertion of these words will limit the 
benefits of the Bill very much. I should 
be very glad if this Amendment had been 


ment, subject, if I may say so, to the| moved by the promoter of the Bill. | 


Government giving their careful con- 
sideration to the removal of these words 
in order to ascertain that their omission 
would have no further effect than that 
desired by the mover of the Amendment 
—namely, to put a man working a farm 
with the assistance of his sons in the same 
position as a man working a farm with 





Mr, Fenwick, 


am not at all sure that when these words 
come to be construed in a court of law 
they may not be held to mean employment 
of the particular class or kind in which 
the accident happened to the workmen. 
That would enormously limit the benefit 
of the Act. Ifthese words are left in we 
may, perhaps, have a man employing 4 
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very large number of persons in another 
employment, and very well able to pay 
compensation, escaping. These words were 


not in the Bill as it passed upstairs, and | 
there is no reason why they should be in | 


the Bill now, and I hope the Government 
will see fit to omit them. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed | 


Amendment— 


“To leave out the words ‘in such employ- 
ment.’”—(Mr. Samuel Evans.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


*Mr. LONG: I hope the House will 
not accept the Amendment of the hon. 
and learned Gentleman. I do not think | 
it is correct to say that the adoption 
of these words involves a departure from 
the Bill as amended upstairs, or indeed 
from the intention of the promoters of the 
Bill. I have carefully followed the 
debates, and, as I understand it, the in- 
tention of the promoters is that the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act should be | 
extended to agricultural labourers as a 
body. The Amendment would have pre- 
cisely the opposite effect to that stated by 
the hon. and learned Gentleman. The 
words which the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man says will bear a certain interpretation | 
are clear enough. Iam not a lawyer, but 
my right hon. and learned friend agrees 
with that view. The intention of the Bill 
is to apply the Act to agricultural labour- | 
ers, and I therefore hope that my hon. | 
friends who are responsible for the intro- 
duction of the Bill will not approve of | 
the suggestion of the hon. and learned | 
Gentleman opposite. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Words, as amended, inserted. 


| machinery. 
tural labourers, but are in charge of 


| sated by him. 


_It is divided into two sub-sections. 
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contract with the employer to carry out 
'the work of the farm, the employer 
giving them the necessary machinery. In 
the second case, a similar gang of men, 
not usually employed by a particular 
employer, such as sheep-shearers, con- 
| tract to do work. In these two cases the 
‘labourers are banded together for the 
purpose of taking a contract, and it is. 
| certainly desirable that a man who has 
taken a job by the piece instead of by 
the day should not be excluded from 
| obtaining compensation for injuries. It 
|is very desirable that these two cases 
should be included. In the third case the 
conditions are entirely different. It 
refers to a man, generally a large con. 
tractor, who is in the habit of lending out 
steam plant, such as threshers, ploughs,. 
and other agricultural machinery. He 
employs highly paid men to work the 
They are not really agricul- 


| 


the machinery, and execute work on 
various farms in a district, being usually 
assisted by the farm labourers employed 
by the farmer himself. In this case it 
certainly appears desirable that the farmer 
should not be liable for compensation in 
the case of injury to the servants of the 
other man, who is probably a good deal 
better off. Of course any man employed 
by the farmer himself should be compen- 
That appears to be a 
reasonable way of dealing with the 
matter. In regard to this particular Bill, 
it is quite evident that there is complete 


/agreement as regards the principle, but 


when questions of verbiage arise as to 


_whether a particular Amendment would 


carry out the intention desired, there is 
great difference of opinion. [I think this 
Amendment, with one slight alteration 
which I propose to add, would carry out 
the principle which I have just laid down. 
The 
first sub-section deals with the first two 


_ cases I referred to—the cases of contracts. 


entered into by the labourers themselves ; 


CapTaIn PRETYMAN (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): Before moving the Amendment | 
which stands in my name, dealing with | 
the question of contracts, I may be} 
allowed to give two or three instances to | 
explain its effect. There are three classes | 
of cases concerned. In the first case, | 
which is common in the east of England, | 
a certain number of the hired men on a| 
farm form themselves into a gang under | 
the leadership of one of themselves, and | 


and the second sub-section deals with the 
case where a contract is entered into by a 
farmer to have his work carried out by ma- 
chinery. Ishouldwishto add tothe Amend- 
ment as it appears on the Paper, after 
the word ‘‘contractor,” the words “ pro- 
vides and.” It is very necessary that the 
contractor should provide the machinery 
as well as use it. With that explanation, 
which I think sufficient for the purpose, I 
beg to move the Amendment. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“ At the end of Clause 1, to add, ‘2. Where 


Workmen's Compensation 


any such employer agrees with a contractor | 


for the execution by or under that contractor 
wf any work in agriculture, Section 4 of 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, 


shall apply in respect of any workman | 


employed in such work as if that employer 
were an undertaker within the meaning of that 
Act. Provided that where the contractor pro- 
vides and uses machinery for the purpose of 
threshing, ploughing, or other agricultural 
work, he, and he alone, shall be liable under 
this Act to pay compensation to any work- 
man employed by him on such work.’”— 
{Captain Pretyman.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words | 


be there inserted.” 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 
I think we should have some intimation 
.as to the views of the Government on this 
matter. 


*Mr. LONG: Certainly. I did not rise, 
because I thought my hon. friend, in 


moving the Amendment, had really 
covered the whole ground. In a case 


where the farmer contracts with another 
man to do agricultural work of the class 
referred to in the proviso, the other man 
should, we think, be responsible for 
any accident to the man he employed, 
for it would be manifestly unjust to 


throw upon the farmer the burden of | 


compensation in such a case, where 
he chose to adopt that system of 
getting his work done. In the same 
way where an employer employs his own 


machinery for the purpose of threshing, | 


it would be unjust that he should escape 


the liability for injuries to his own ser- | 


vants, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the 
second part of the Amendment seemed to 
destroy the first part. He was not an 
agricultural professor, but he did wish to 
assist the House, and he thought it would 
be well if the point he had suggested were 
considered. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: But is it so? 


*Mr. LONG: Certainly not. The 
clause deals with two totally different 
kinds of contractors. 


Mr. MOULTON : I quite sympathise 
with the object of the clause, but I am 
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.afraid that when a court of law gets hold | 
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of the word “ machinery,” difficulties of 
interpretation may arise as to what really 
constitutes “ machinery.” It is most im- 
portant that the second part of the clause 
‘should be restricted tu the case of the 

opulent person with a large capital vested 
in agricultural machinery, which he lets 
‘out. Will the Government consider 
| whether they cannot introduce some words 
' to qualify the word “ machinery ” 3 


Act (1897) Extension Bill. 


| Mr. LONG: I shall be glad to con- 
sider that. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


*Sir CHARLES WELBY (Nottingham- 
shire, Newark): I beg to move the Amend- 
ment which stands in my name. I raised 
this question upstairs, and the President 
of the Board of Agriculture appeared to 
recognise the importance of the point. | 
have hopes, therefore, that he will accep: 
this Amendment, for I feel sure thatits effect 

| will be to do away with some of the criti- 
cisms which have been given expression 
to to-day. The object of the Amendment 
is to bring within the scope of the Bill 
a class of cases which are excluded from 
its operation as it now stands. I feel it 
is unnecessary that these restrictions 
should be left in the Bill. They seem to 
be unwise, and eminently calculated to 
produce friction and litigation, which 
everyone recognises should be avoided as 
far as possible. Under the Bill as it 
stands a genuine agricultural labourer 
might meet with an accident, but unless 
he were engaged upon strictly agricultural 
work, he would not be entitled to com- 
pensation. It is a not uncommon thing 
for a labourer to be taken off his regular 
farm work in order to do some special 
job, for instance to quarry stone to be 
used in the erection of some church or 
chapel, or to cart coals for a parish 
charity. And should he be so engaged 
at the instance of his employer, he would, 
if he met with an accident, have no claim 
'to compensation. Now, I think he 
| should be protected in such cases. | 
| will take another illustration in which 
| hardship might arise. The labourer 
|might be directed to drive his master’s 
| wife to a neighbouring town. If she was 
| going there in connection with agricul- 
tural business, and an accident occurred 
'to the man, he would, of course, come 
within the scope of the Bill. But if, on 
the other hand, she was merely going 
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away for a holiday, then the man would | keepers should be brought within the 
have no claim to compensation. I can | operation of the Bill. Many of these 
jmagin? nothing more certain to lead to} establishments have no land attached to 
misunderstanding and litigation. Having| them, but they consume a good deal of 
accepted the principle of compensation, the | agricultural produce, and I wish to bring 
sound method seems to be to define the these, as well as hunting establishments, 
enuine agricultural labourer, and then to | under the operation of the Bill. 

entitle him to compensation in the case of | 

accident, whether the work on which he, *)\Jp, LONG: I do not. think the 


may be employ ed at the time of the acci-| Amendment will serve the purpose aimed 
dent be strictly agricultural or not. I at, This Bill deals with premises used 


understand, on good authority, that the | ¢>. ¢h ‘ose of husbendr ‘ee 3 
widening of the scope of the Bill in the | ate ng on ongttnn Pesggessi yg dora tond 





, | viously, livery stables would not come 
way I have suggested will not make any 
difference to the rate of insurance at 
which companies are prepared to insure 


| within that definition. 


| 


| Mr. CAWLEY: But surely husbandry 








employers. I believe their attitude is one | includes the keeping of live stock ? 


of preference for the widening of the Bill, | 


in order to simplify the matter and to! *\fp LONG: It means the use of land 


obviate possible litigation. I believe the gor the ordinary purposes of stock or crop 
same argument will appeal to employers. | psising 
g. 


I beg to move. 


Mr. CAWLEY : But the produce con- 
Amendment proposed— sumed in these establishments comes off 
“Clause 1, page I, line 10, after‘ Act,’ insert | the farm, and, therefore, I ask, will not 

‘Where any workman is employed by the | people employed in the livery stable come 
same employer mainly in agricultural but | ee 2 7 : y 

partly or occasionally in other work, this Act | under this Act ? 

shall apply also to the employment of the | i 

von, in such other work.’ ”—(Sir C. | *Mr. LONG: Certainly not. 

Dif. 
Mr. CAWLEY: Well, my Amendment 

is designed to bring them under the Act, 
and I therefore beg to move it. 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. LONG: I hope the House will 
accept this Amendment. I think it only 
carries out principles which have already 
been laid down. 


Amendment proposed— 





“In page 1, line 12, after the word ‘land,’ 
|to insert the words ‘or premises.’”—(JV/,. 
| Cawley.) 

Caprain SINCLAIR: Can the right | : ~ 
hon. Gentleman give an assurance that a) Question proposed, “That the words 
man shall not be excluded from the bene- | ‘ °F Premises be there inserted. 
fit of the Act by reason of the fact that | 
the accident occurs off the farm? I be-| *Mr. LONG: The Amendment will not 
lieve that under the original Compensa-| secure the object aimed at by the hon. 
tion Act it has been decided by the Gomis | Member. This is a Bill which proposes 
that in the case of a shipbuilders’ yard | to extend the benefits of the Workmen’s 
the liability to compensation—— | Compensation Act to labourers employed 

‘in agriculture. Men engaged in livery 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That | stables do not come within that definition, 
hardly arises on this Amendment. _and if we were to concede the point raised 
| by the hon. Member the Bill might at 
| once be made to apply to the whole com- 
/munity, simply because it consumes 

Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- | agricultural produce. These men are not 
wich): I have to move an Amendment to | in any sense agricultural employees, and 
render liable, under this Act, all persons | their case therefore cannot be dealt with 
who keep horses. I daresay it carries the | in a Bill which is solely intended to ex- 
Act rather further than has been intended. | tend the benefits of a certain Act to 
I certainly think that livery stable | agricultural workmen. I hope the hon. 


Question put and agreed to. 
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Gentleman will not insist upon his |a safeguard of this kind ; otherwise the 
Amendment. compensation provided for under this Bill 
| will be of a very limited character. I am 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, S. ): May I | told that my Amendment as it stands on 
ask how this Bill will affect men employed | the P aper is rather too wide, and I pro- 
in market gardens which are covered by | P°S® it, therefore, in a rather different 


| form. 
glass ? 


*Mr. LONG: Market gardeners are| Amendment proposed— 
engaged in horticulture, and agriculture «In page 1, line 16, after the word ‘ agricul - 
includes, among other things, horticulture, | ture, to insert the words—‘A workman em. 
pores * in -_ ulture shall not be excluded 
‘ rom this Act by reason only that the accident 
Mr. CAWLEY: I ask leave of the arose outside the farm or premises of his em- 


House to withdraw my Amendment. ployer in the course of his work.’ ”—(Captain 
| Sinclatr.) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. Question proposed, “ That those words 


| be there inserted.” 
Sir CAMERON GULL (Devonshire, 
Barnstaple): I wish to move the omission *Mr, LONG: This Amendment extends 
of the last three words of Sub-section 2. the Bill to all kinds of accidents which 
I do so because they are very vague and | may befall all kinds of agricultural labour. 


might give chances for litigation. I would point out that it is not really 
‘necessary. In the original Act the 
Amendment proposed— liability is closely connected with the 


sae : ee ee premises on which the industry is con- 
~ a Soee fea * , : ducted. But in this Bill there is no con- 
‘ ike.’ —(Str Cameron Gull. “tes 

eee nection between the accident and the 
nn : F -_ a=. | place of employment. All that is neces- 
*Mr. at if a ~ egpageonnd sary is that the employer shall be an 
— — : a he _— ble . 1 ™ employer in agriculture, and that the 
words which might be capable of a loose | jaan shall be a servant also employed in 


construction. |agriculture. | Wherever, therefore, the 
| socident takes place the man will come 
Amendment agreed to. | within the purview of the Bill so long as 


lthe conditions I have named obtain. 
Sir CAMERON GULL: I have | There is, therefore, no necessity for the 
another Amendment of a drafting | addition’ of these words. 
character, and I believe that earlier in the | 
day the desirability for making it was} Caprain SINCLAIR: After the ex- 


admitted | planation of the right hon. Gentleman, I 
| beg to ask leave to withdraw the 
Amendment proposed, | 


“In Clause 1, page 1, leave out from be- | . 
ginning of line 15 to ‘agriculture,’ in ts. Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


16.”—(Sir Cameron Gull.) 


| *Mr. GOULDING: I beg to move the 

Amendment agreed to. | Amendment which stands in my name. 
In a recent decision in the High Court it 

Carrain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): has been laid down that a man who has 
The Amendment which I have to propose | not been in continuous employment for 
has for its object to insure that in the case | fourteen days is outside the scope of 
of an agricultural labourer who meets with | the parent Act. Now, it certainly was 
anaccident in thecourse of his employment, never contemplated by Parliament that 
although he may not be actually engaged | such a rule should be laid down, and 
on the farm work, he shall not beexcluded I have drafted an Amendment the 
from the benefits of this Act. It appears | adoption of which will ensure that 
to me it is necessary that we should insert a similar injustice is not created 

{ 


Mr. Long. 
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under this Bill. The men affected are 
very often the poorest, and are therefore 
the most deserving of protection, and I 
cannot possibly understand how it can be 
held that men who are in a certain em- 
ployment for four, five, or six days 
shall not be entitled to the same protec- 
tion as is granted to other men who are 
fortunate in being longer employed. I 
understand that no difficulty would arise 
with the insurance companies through the 
adoption of this Amendment. They do 
not require the names of the employees ; 
they only ask that they shall be supplied 
with the total number of men employed 
and the amount of their wages, and 
they are quite willing to take the risk, 
for they are assured that no master 
would allow any man to apply for com- 
pensation unless he was entitled to it. I 
hope that the Government, who have 
already done so much for social reform, 
will accept this Amendment. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 1, line 16, after the word ‘agri- 
culture,’ to insert the words, ‘The expression 
“averave weekly earnings,” inthe Workmen's 
Compensation Act, 1897, shall, for the purpose 
of this Act, be deemed to mean six times the 
workman’s average daily wage during his em- 
ployment with the employer in whose service 
he shall sustain personal injury by accident, 
although he may not have been so employed 
for a period of two weeks prior thereto.’ ”— 
(Mr. Goulding.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Mr. LONG: I regret extremely that 
my hon. friend has thought it necessary 
to move this Amendment. It is obvious 
that any proposal on our part to accept 
it would lead to prolonged discussion. 
It may or may not be desirable to 
include what is called “ casual labour ” 
within the purview of the Bill. But if 
it be desirable in the case of agriculture, 
it is still more so in other industries 
where such labour is employed to a far 
greater extent. Personally, I should be 
disposed to offer strong resistance to the 
acceptance of this Amendment dealing 
with the matter in this limited form. But 
it is impossible now to enter upon the 
merits of the proposal, and as I am very 
desirous that the Bill should pass through 
the Report stage this afternoon, I appeal 
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to my hon. friend to withdraw _ his 
Amendment. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 
I would like to point out to the right 
hon. Gentleman that this Amendment 
does not relate solely to casual labour, 
meaning men employed a day or two. It 
affects men permanently employed. — It 
has been decided in the Appeal Court 
that where a miner is engaged in Lan- 
cashire at 6s. a day, on the second day of 
his employment he is not a casual 
labourer. I believe the framers of the 
Act of 1897 intended that, however short 
atime a man may work for his employer, 
he should benefit by the Act. It was 
not intended that he should first work a 
complete fortnight, although it has been 
laid down in one case that an average 
weekly wage cannot be fixed unless the 
man has worked a full fortnight. I hope 
this matter will ,be pressed to a division. 


*Mr. H.S. FOSTER (Suffolk, Lowes- 
toft): I rise to make an appeal to my 
hon. friend to withdraw this Amend- 
ment. I hope he will not allow it to be 
said that he, as one of the promoters of 
the measure, talked it out. We have had 
some very valuable concessions from the 
Government, and I would point out to 
my hon. friend that he will have an 
opportunity of again raising his question, 
if he wishes, by moving to re-commit the 
Bill on the motion for its Third Reading. 


Mr. GOULDING: I ask leave to 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Title amended. 


Bill to be read the third time on 
Wednesday next, and to be printed. 
| Bill 257. | 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee ) 
(Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk): I have an Amendment to 


U 








571 Adjournment of 
move to this Bill. 
that when, through some misunderstand- 
ing, it obtained its Second Reading, I in- 
timated that it would be necessary to 
introduce some very important Amend- 
ments, and this is the first of them. [Op- 
position cries of ‘‘Agreed!”] Hon. 
Members opposite may ery “ Agreed,” 
but Iam not sure that Members on this 


side of the House are agreed, and it is | 


their opinion which I wish to obtain. I 
believe the adoption of the Amendments 
which I have drawn will make the measure 
harmless and even desirable 





It being half-past Five of the clock, the 


{COMMONS} 
It will be remembered | CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN MOVEMENT— 


| very little news. 


| 
| 


Chairman left the Chair to make his | 
Report to the House 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Wednesday next. 
CRUELTY TO WILD ANIMALS’ IN 


CAPTIVITY BILL. 


Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment; read the third 
time and passed. 


INTOXICATING LIQUORS (LOCALVETO) 
(LRELAND) BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 


discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


DISTRICT COUNCILLORS AND GUAR- 
DIANS (TERM OF OFFICE) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed for 
To-morrow. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 


Seventh Report brought up, and read ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 








the House. 
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CAPTURE UF THE TA-KU_ FORTS, 
ETC. 


On the Motion for Adjournment :— 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): [I wish to ask the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
whether he can give us any news from 


China. 


THe UNDERSECRETARY orSTATE 
FORFOREIGN AFFAIRS(Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): [ am afraid we have 
There is one telegram 
to the Admiralty, a portion of which is 
already in possession of the House _ It is 
from Rear-Admiral Bruce, at Ta-ku, via 
Chifu, dated 20th June: 


“17th June. 


“Ta-ku forts captured by allied forces this 
morning. Bombardment commenced 12.50 
a.m. ; ended about 6.30a.m. Details later on. 


| Chinese admiral present with allied fleet. Flag 


flying in cruiser. At council meeting this 
morning he agreed to anchor with fleet, putting 
out fires. 
* 18th June. 

“No news from Commander-in-Chief and 
advanced guard. Tientsin now cut off; 
heavy fire heard there last night ; 3,000 Rus- 
sian troops under major-general here. My 
communications with allied authorities most 
harmonious.” 


With regard to the heavy firing at Tien- 
tsin, a telegram has been received at the 
Foreign Office from the British Consul at 
Tientsin, via Chifu. It is dated 20th June, 
but it may perhaps have left Tientsin on 
the 18th. It is to this effect-— 


“ Boxers last night did much damage to line 
nurth of Tientsin and burned Roman Catholic 
cathedral, mission chapel, and great number 
of Chinese houses. Chinese troops made no 


visible effort to restrain them. On_ their 
attacking settlement foreign guard killed 


about 100.’ 
We have no later information. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Six of the clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with :— 


St. Albans Water. 

London and North Western Railway 
(Wales). 

Devonport Corporation. 


Member. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. | 


DORKING WATER BILL [H.L.]. 
FISHGUARD WATER AND GAS BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
MENSTONE WATER (TRANSFER) BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL [H.z.}. 


NEWTOWN AND LLANLLWCHAIARN 
URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL [H.1L.]. | 


Commons Amendments considered, and | 
agreed to. 


Specch tndticates revision by the 


sa 





BUENOS AYRES AND ROSARIO RAIL- | 
WAY BILL [H.1.]. 

RICA RAILWAY COMPANY 

LIMITED, BILL [H.1.]. 


Read 24, 


encement 


corn 


CUSTA 


> 


at the 


sci, te 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL, | 
STREET AND WATERLOO) 

RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 2%, and committed. The Commit- | 
: tees to be proposed by the Committee of | 
' Selection. 


: BAKER 


es. 


af we. 


GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.L.]. 


Read 3¢; Amendments made; Bill 
passed, and sent to the Commons, 


RAMSGATE CORPORATION IMPROVE. 
MENTS BILL [H.1.]. 


Read 34, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 
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CHARING CROSS AND STRAND ELEC- 
TRICITY SUPPLY BILL. 
Standing Order No. 93 considered 
(according to Order), and dispensed with, 
with respect to a petition of the Corpora- 
tion of London. Leave given to present 
the said petition. 


SOUTH EASTERN AND _ LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS 
BILL [H.1.]. 

The Queen’s consent signified; and 

Bill reported from the Select Committee 

with Amendments. 


MORECAMBE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL (GAS) BILL. 
teported from the Select Committee 
without amendment. 


MARKET WEIGHTON DRAINAGE AND 
NAVIGATION BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
rawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The Orders made on the 18th and 
25th of May last discharged; and Bill 
committed. 


CHRIS TCHURCH AND BOURNEMOUTH 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 


BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE’S, AND LYTHAM 
TRAMWAYS BIUL. 

Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 116.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (LRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


Read 2 (according to Order), and com- 
mitted to » Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next. 


x 





575 - Petitions. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL [H...]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL [H.t.]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL [H.. ]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL [u.1.]. 

House in Committee (according to 

Order). Bills reported without amend- 


ment. Standing Committee negatived ; | 


and Bills to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


METROPOLITAN 


BILL. 

Read 2* (according to Order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole 
House To-morrow. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRAINING COLLEGES. 

Reports on training colleges for the 
year 1899, by W. Scott Coward, Esq., 
the Hon. Mrs. Colborne, and Sir John 
Stainer ; list of training colleges under 
inspection. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 
Twenty-seventh Annual Report by the 
Accountant for Scotland to the Scotch 
Education Department. 


FISHERIES (SCOTLAND). 

Kighteenth Annual Report of the 
Fishery Board for Scotland, being for 
the year 1899: Part III. Scientific 
investigations. 
CRIMINAL AND JUDICIAL STATIS- 

TICS (IRELAND). 

Part I. Criminal Statistics for the year 

1898. 


FISHERIES (IRELAND). 


Annual Report of the Inspectors of 
Irish Fisheries, for the year 1899. 


NAVY (HYDROGRAPHER’S REPORT). 
Report on Admiralty Surveys for the 
year 1899, by the Hydrographer. 


CAPE OF GOOD HOPE OBSERVATORY. | 


Report of the Astronomer at the Cape 


{LORDS} 


of Good Hope Observatory to the Lords 
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| Commissioners of the Admiralty, for the 
year 1899. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. 


' Annual Report of the Chief Inspector 
' of Factories and Workshops, for the year 
| 1899. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS. 
SERIES). 


No. 527. Agricultural and other 
natural resources of Tripoli. 


COMMON SCHEME | 
(PETERSHAM) PROVISIONAL ORDER | 


Presented (by Command), and ordered. 
to lie on the Table. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL ANDTRAVERS” 
FOUNDATION. 
Statement of the estimated income and 
expenditure of Greenwich Hospital and 
of Travers’ Foundation for 1900-1901. 


COUNTY OFFICERS AND COURTS (IRE- 
LAND) ACT, 1877. 
Account of receipts and payments 
under the Act during the year ended 
3lst March, 1900. F 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 


1. Rules and programme of examina- 
tions for the year 1901 ; 


2. Rules made by the Intermediate 
Education Board for Ireland appointing 
| Bangor, county Down, an additional place 
of examination for boys in 1900. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to: 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ARUNDEL PORT. 


Account and Report for 1899-1900. 
Delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered. 
to lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS: 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition in favour of ; of the General 


Assembly of the Church of Scotland; 


read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 





57 
ST 








sin 


for 


Sel 
giv 


the 


was 
Mar 
did 

stay 
fore 
mer 
Iwi 
Con 
men 
Cla 
ally 

The 








Hou 
side! 
be ¢ 
limit 
obje 
ona 
desir 
calle 
serve 
circu 
eall { 


TI 
WAI 











76: 
the 


her: 


red. 


RS” 
and 
and. 
RE- 


nts 


ded: 


ina- 


jate 
ing’ 
ace 


100. 
red. 


eral 
nd ;. 











517 Military Lands {21 JUNE 1900} Bill. 578 


STATUE OF OLIVER CROMWELL, ATI understand that the noble Lord does 
WESTMINSTER. not intend to press his Amendment on 

Petition for the removal of ; of persons | this occasion, and therefore I scarcely feel 
singing ; read, and ordered to lie on the | justified in taking up your Lordships’ 
Table. time in commenting upon it. In our 
Stone view it is desirable that we should place 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS. it within the power of Volunteers to 

assume, if they so desire, a liability for 
Message from the Commons for leave | service beyond the limits of the United 
for the Clerk of the Parliaments to attend | Kingdom. They have done so lately 
to be examined as a witness before the | with great distinction to themselves, and 
Select Committee of that House. Leave | jn our view it is not likely that they will 
given accordingly, and a message ordered |consent to deprive themselves of the 
to be sent to the Commons to acquaint | power of rendering similar services should 
them therewith. the opportunity hereafter arise. If that 
eta be so, it is clearly our opinion that we 

BEER RETAILERS’ AND SPIRIT Shouldbeputina position tomake the neces- 
GROCERS’ LICENCES (IRELAND) | sary arrangements with such Volunteers 





(No. 2) BILL. (No. 114.) not at the last moment and in a hurried 
CRUELTY TO WILD ANIMALS IN __ fashion, but deliberately and beforehand. 
CAPTIVITY BILL. (No. 115.) That is the reason we have inserted this 


provision in the Bill, and I confess I 
should be very sorry indeed if your Lord- 
ships decided to get rid of it. 


Brought from the Commons; read 1° ; 
and to be printed. 


VOLUNTEERS BILL [8.1.1]. Tue Eart or KIM BERLEY : I adhere 
to the opinion I have already expressed, 


House in Committee (2 li 
; : one and I should have preferred to see both 


uals | (a) and (6) omitted from the clause. I 
Clause 1 agreed to. object to them on general grounds—as 
altering the character of the Volunteer 

Clause 2 :-— force, as likely to give rise to embarrass- 


otra ‘ment hereafter, and as totally unneces- 

Lord MON KSW ELL : My Lords, I | sary, in my opinion, for the purpose which 
was under the impression that the noble the noble Marquess has in view. 
Marquess the Secretary of State for War | 
id not intend taking the Committee Cl 2 

mye cng ause 2 agreed to. 

stage of this Bill until Friday, and there- . 
fore I have not put down the Amend-| (ther clauses agreed to; Bill reported 
“one which it was my intention to move. without amendment ; and recommitted to 
will, however, move it in the Standing | : i } i 

; : ee ' 8 the Standing Committee. 
Committee. The effect of my Amend , 
ment will be to leave out Sub-section (b) of MILITARY LANDS BILI 
Clause 2, and, of course, to consequenti- : nt ts 
ally amend the former part of the section, _ House in Committee (according to 
The noble Marquess explained to the | Order). 
House on a former occasion that he con-' _, 
sidered it desirable that Volunteers should Clause 1 :— 


he called out for active service within the *[ye_ M ARQUESS oF LANSDOWNE: 
— of the United Kingdom. Ido not The clause as it now stands would render 
ohject to that, but, for the reasons I gave | i impossible to set in motion the 
on a recent occasion, I think it very un- | machinery of the clause on behalf of a 
desirable that Volunteers should he | rifle club. It is felt that this restriction 


‘alled upon to give an undertaking to| would be undesirable, and my Amend- 
serve outside the United Kingdom before | ment removes it. 


circumstances arise which justify a special 
call for their services. Moved— 


Y y ’ “In Clause 1, page 1, line 8, to leave out. 
THe SECRETARY or STATE ror}. by or on behalf of a Volunteer corps.’ ”—-( The 


WAR (The Marquess of LANspowNE) : Marquess of Lansdowne.) 
X 2 
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On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


*THoe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
This clause, as at present worded, obliges 


{LORDS} 





Bill. 
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bers so if they understand Clause 3, 
which Lord Thring is unable to do, [ 
would suggest that before the next stage 
of the Bill, or in the Standing Committee, 





a Volunteer corps, as well as a county | the noble Marquess should produce a 
council or any other local authority, to; schedule describing in detail the pro- 
apply to the Local Government Board for | cedure he proposes. 

leave to borrow. That is a very proper | 


condition in the case of a local authority, | 


but I do not think that it should apply in 
the case of a Volunteer corps. 


Moved— 


| In Clause 3, page 2, line 4, after ‘purposes’ 


Under | to leave out to the end of the clause and insert 


the Military Lands Act of 1892 Volunteer | ‘the regulations contained in the Schedule 


corps must apply to the War Office for | 


permission to borrow, and in our opinion 
the War Office would be a better judge in 
eases of that kind than the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 

Amendment moved— 

“In Clause 1, page 1, line 9, to leave out 
from ‘and’ to ‘may’ in line 11, and to insert 


‘for this purpose.’”—(7he Marquess of Lans- 
downe.) 


On Question, Amendment agreed to. 
Consequential Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 2 amended, and agreed to. 


Clause 3 :— 


Lorp MONKSWELL : To this clause 
I have to move a drafting Amendment of 


very considerable importance. It is not 
my own, but Lord Thring’s. Lord Thring 


would have moved it himself had he been 
able to be present to-day. On looking 
through Clause 3, Lord Thring was quite 
unable to satisfy himself of the effect of 
the clause as it at present stands. 


legislation by reference run mad. In 
the first place, certain provisions of 
Section 9 of the Local Government Act, 
1894, are to apply ; but they are to apply 
with certain modifications. Those modi- 
fications refer to other Acts, and if those 
Acts are looked at it will be found that 
they in their turn refer to previous 
Acts. The consequence is that anyone 
who reads this section will have consider- 
able difficulty in understanding what the 
procedure is. Lord Thring suggests 
that it is exceedingly desirable that Her 
Majesty’s Government should lay down 
in the schedule the rules of procedure 
which they consider are applicable to this 
case. They will have no difficulty in 


Your | 
Lordships will see that it isa case of | 


hereto as to the confirmation and otherwise of 
| the resolution mentioned in this section shall 
| apply in the same manner as if they were re- 
enacted in the Act.’ ”—(Lord Monkswell.) 


*THE MARQUEss OF LANSDOWNE: 
| No one has more respect for the high 
| authority cited by the noble Lord than I 

have, and it is quite true that we all 
occasionally complain of the abuse of 
| what is generally described as legislation 
by reference. I am afraid the offence, if 
it be one, is committed rather indis- 
criminately by all of us, and for very 
obvious reasons. The noble Lord has 
/ moved to insert the words— 


“The regulations contained in the Schedule 
| hereto as to the confirmation and otherwise of 
| the resolution mentioned in ttis section shall 
| apply in the same manner as if they were 
| re-enacted in the Act.” 
| But he has left it to us to provide the neces- 

sary schedule. I have made some inquiries 
as to the probable character of that 
schedule, and I am told that it would be 
one of considerable length, covering four 
or five pages of printed matter. That 
would greatly add to the bulk of the 
Statute-book, and I submit that in this 
case it is scarcely necessary. I am told 
that the procedure to be followed under 
these two Acts—the Local Government 
Act, 1894, and the Allotments Acts, 1887 
—is very ‘well understood, and that an 
exhaustive recapitulation of all the 
clauses would be superfluous. I have an 
Amendment to the same clause which 
will perhaps deprive it of some of the 
ambiguity to which the noble Lord has 
referred, and I certainly prefer my 
Amendment. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear! 
of Hatssury) : The noble Lord is setting 
a very bad precedent. In order to render 
the Amendment intelligible, anyone 
voting on it must have the schedule 
before him ; but we are asked to vote on 
the Amendment without in the least 
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knowing what the schedule is to be. I; On Question, their Lordships proceeded 


hope the Amendmert will not be adopted. 


| to a division. 


Lorv MONKSWELL: My proposition| *THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 


is that at the next stage of the Bill the 
schedule should be set out, and the House 


| Iam very anxious not to keep back from 


persons interested in this Bill any infor- 


given an opportunity of considering its mation with regard to the'manner in which 
provisions. Surely the four or five pages | it will operate, and I suggest, asa possible 


of printed matter to which the noble | 
Marquess has referred might be lessened | 
by some modified and perfectly in- 
telligible reference to statutes that are | 
easily accessible. But if it is the case that | 
the Government cannot make the mean- | 
ing of the clause clear to the ordinary | 
‘mind under four or five pages, then that 
isan additional reason why those pages | 
should be set out. I may mention that 
Lord Thring placed this Bill before the 
Parliamentary Committee of the County 
Councils Association yesterday, and that 
the committee passed a resolution recom- 
mending that the procedure clauses | 
should be set out in full in the schedule. 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY : I agree | 
strongly with the Amendment of my | 
noble friend. This is the most outrageous | 
case I have heard of. It is most extra-| 
ordinary that a Bill of this kind, involving | 
very considerable dealings with land, 
should be passed through Parliament | 
without the procedure being clearly set | 
out. And why, forsooth, is this to be 
done? Because it is so complicated that 
it will take the War Office a long time to 
make it clear. How, I ask, is the 
ordinary reader to understand it without 
the assistance of those gentlemen in the 
War Office who, whatever may be their 


_ qualifications on military matters, are per- | 


fectly able to prepare a schedule of this 
kind? I hope the noble and learned 
Lord on the Woolsack, who has _fre- 
quently spoken against the practice of 
legislating by reference, will persuade his 
colleagues to give the public some assist- | 
ance in understanding this Bill. 


THE Eart or HALSBURY: May I ask | 
whether it is likely to add to the value of | 
the precedent you are endeavouring to 
set up, to enact that there shall be a. 
schedule of some sort or other without 
describing it ? 


Lorp MONKSWELL: I suggest that | 
the noble Marquess should withdraw 
these words from the clause with a view 
of producing a schedule at some future 
time. 


solution of the difficulty, that we might 
print and lay upon the Table of the 
House—— 


THE Eart oF KIMBERLEY: I am 
afraid the noble Marquess is out of order 
in speaking now. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Mortey): The noble Earl 
is quite right. There can be no speaking 
after a division has been called. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anv SEC- 
RETARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALIs- 


'BuRY): All we have to do is to with- 


draw the division and proceed. 


On the Question being again put, the 


| Amendment was negatived. 


THE Marquess or SALISBURY: 
There is now no reason why the noble 
Earl should not allow my noble friend to 
make his statement. 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: We 
refrained from dividing in order to enable 
him to have an opportunity of making it. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
The suggestion I was going to throw out 
was that we might make the position 
perfectly clear, without encumbering the 
Statute-book with a schedule of in- 
ordinate length, if the clauses of the two 
Acts which affect the clause in this Bill 
were printed and laid upon the Table of 
the House for your Lordships’ considera- 
tion. It would then be for your Lord- 
ships to judge whether it was necessary 
to do anything more or not. 


THe EARL oF KIMBERLEY : I think 


that suggestion perfectly reasonable. 
| 


Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 4, 5, and 6 agreed to. 
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*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
The new clause standing in my name 


after Clause 6 has been introduced at , 
the instance of my noble friend Lord | 


Balfour of Burleigh, and is designed to 
render the Act applicable to Scotland. 
I must take it from him that the 
Amendment is sufficient for the purpose. 
I cannot pretend to be sufficiently con- 
versant with the mysteries of Scottish 
law to affirm that it is so from my own 
knowledge. 


Moved— 


“To insert as a new clause, after Clause 
6:—‘(1.) In the application of this Act to 
Scotland the following provision shall have 
effect—(a) The expressions “council of any 
urban district” and “council of any urban 
district other than a borough” shall mean the 
commissioners of a police burgh ; (+) the ex- 


pression “Public Health Acts” shall mean | 
‘but it was not a survey such as is 


the Public Health (Scotland) Act, 1897, pro- 
vided that the limit of rate imposed by 
that Act shall not apply to any rate 
authorised by this Act; (c) the expression 
“hire” shall mean “take on _ lease”; 
(d) references to the Loeal Government 
(Scotland) Act, 1894, and to Section 25 and 
Sub-sections (2) to (4) and (7) to (9) of Section 
26 thereof shall be substituted for references 
to the Local Government Act, 1894, and to 
Section 9 and Sub-sections (2) to (5) and (8) to 
(10) thereof respectively ; (e) a reference to Sub- 
section (8) of Section 25 of the Local Govern- 
ment (Scotland) Act, 1894, shall be substituted 
for a reference to Sub-sections (1) and (5) 
of the Local Government Act, 1888 ; 
Section 6 of this Act the expression ‘ Local 
Government Board” shall mean the Local 
Government Board for Scotland. (2.) In Sub- 
section (9) of Section 25 of the Military Lands 
Act, 1892, “ twenty-one” shall be substituted 
for “ twenty-two.”’ ”—(The Marquess ef Lans- 
downe.) 


On Question, new Clause agreed to. 


Clause 7 agreed to; Bill recommitted 
to the Standing Committee ; and to be re- 
printed as amended. (No. 117.) 


UGANDA RAILWAY BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Second Read” 
ing read. 


THE Marquess oF SALISBURY: 


My Lords, this is a Bill to increase the. 


sum provided for the construction of the 
Uganda railway, the expense of the work 
having exceeded the estimates which we 
made for it. But this is so common a 


failure with respect to the prophecies of | 


{LORDS} 


' surveyors, architects, and engineers that it 


(f) in| 
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has almost come to be regarded as a 
matter of right that their estimates 
should in some degree fall short of their 
ultimate expenditure. I am not, how- 
ever, going to plead any right of that 
kind in the present instance, though | 
hold that the universal practice for 
many generations has established the 
fact that surveyors and engineers 
may exceed. the estimates they have 
laid down. There is no need for me 
to appeal to that unhappy experience. 
The first Bill was passed under very 
peculiar circumstances. It was deliber- 
ately passed by Parliament without there 
being that survey which is invariably 
undertaken before any railway is begun. 
There was a survey executed under 
circumstances of great difficulty, and 
with great ability, by Major Macdonald, 


generally made in such a case. Most of 
the ground was not even travelled over, 
and some of the circumstances necessary 
to be known in carrying through the 
work were not even ascertained, But 
Parliament were perfectly well aware 
of what it was doing. They perfectly 
well knew that it was a. railway under- 
taken without such a survey as is 
usually carried through before a work of 
such magnitude, or, indeed, any railway 
work at all, is undertaken. For instance, 
the character of the labour market, the 


| opportunities that there were for obtain- 


ing the requisite number of workmen, 
the cost at which they could be obtained, 
the nature of the soil with reference both 
to its operation upon steel sleepers and 
its action under the pressure of tropical 
rains and hurricanes, and many other 
matters, which a more elaborate survey 
would have cleared up, were left without 
being fully or even considerably investi- 
gated. Anyone who reads the report of 
Sir Guilford Molesworth will see that 
this statement is fully borne out by him. 
Then it may be asked why we undertook 
a railway without a preliminary survey. 
My answer is that we did so with a 
perfect consciousness of what we were 
doing, and for the sake of speed. There 
is no doubt that if we had gone through 
the usual process many more years 
would have passed before there was 
any chance of completing the work; 
and anybody who remembers the political 


condition of the country at that time will 


not find it difficult to realise that there 
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were considerations of a very cogent | was cited for our example—namely, the 
character which induced us to desire to | Beira Railway—which had been completed 
finish, at the earliest period possible, | at a somewhat cheaper rate; but the 
what was practically our only access to | citation was an unfortunate one, for the 
these regions. At that time the battle of | Beira Railway has turned out so supremely 
Omdurman had not been fought, the | ill-made that it has had to he almost 
occupation of Fashoda had not taken | entirely recast, and I doubt very much 
place, the very wide-reaching agreements | whether in the end it will be found to have 
which we have since made with the | been constructed at a cheaper rate than we 
French Government had not then been | propose to assign to the Uganda Railway. 








discussed, and our position was one which 
I will not say was critical, but our posi- 
tion was one of very considerable diffi- 
culty if any serious embarrassments with 
any European Power had arisen before 
we had done anything to make our 
military access to the place easier than it 
aaturally was. I doubt whether anyone 
will challenge the soundness of that 
reasoning, and I will not pursue it, 
because it leads into many matters which 
are not precisely suitable for discussion. 
If the railway was to be made, one of the 
great objects why it should be made was 
to give us military access to the country ; 
and therefore it was important that it 
should be made with as much speed as 

ssible. On these grounds we un- 
doubtedly entered on the railway without 
that complete and exhaustive survey 


which under other circumstances would | 


have been proper and suitable ; but I do 
not think that any great harm was done. 
There is no doubt that the sanguine 
views which were entertained have not 
heen carried out, but many things have 


happened which we had no reason to, 


anticipate. The native labour market to 
avery great extent proved useless, and 
we were compelled to go to the Indian 
labour market, which was itself enor- 
mously embarrassed by the famine and 
pestilence with which that country 
has been visited. The use of cattle 
in the country was very seriously impeded 
by the outbreak of rinderpest, which raged 
with such fury over all those territories. 
One of the first necessities in constructing 
arailway is to have an ‘adequate supply 
of machinery, and when that necessity 
was pressing upon us the most strongly 
there come the engineers’ strike in 
England, which arrested the supply of 
machinery for a considerable time. There 
were many other difficulties which it may 
be said we might have foreseen, but 
which we could not have altogether 
foreseen, and which had the effect 
of considerably raising the price. I 
observe that in another place a railway 


| Although there is good ground for the 
| speed at which we constructed the railway 
_and the comparative absence of precau- 
| tion, there has been no financial disaster. 
|The railway is now advancing rapidly, 
jand as soon as the great work of the 
'Mau escarpment has been overcome—it 
‘requires engineering arrangements of a 
| peculiar character, but the difficulties, I be- 
| lieve, are now very nearly overcome—the 
' line will reach the lake with great rapidity ; 
| whether in the course of next year or not 
'I do not know. The expert evidences 
| seems to show that that will probably be 
| the case ; but, at all events, we are very 
| near the end, and I am sure that when 
‘the railway is completed it will be an 
‘enormous engine for the civilisation of 
‘the country. On these grounds, my 
| Lords, 1 hope there wili be no objection 
on the part of this House to give its 
‘assent to the measure which the House 
'of Commons has passed, by which the 
|amount assigned shall be raised from 
| three millions to nearly five millions. 
Moved, ‘“‘ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(7he Marquess of Salisbury.) 
THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
| Lords, no doubt at first sight the amount 
demanded by this Bill appears extremely 
startling. It is very rare that an estimate 
is exceeded to so large an extent, and, on 
‘the face of it, it appears to be a very 
serious matter. I agree, however, with 
‘the noble Marquess that it was highly 
‘desirable, as we were in possession of 
Uganda—a question which is now beyond 
discussion altogether—that without loss 
of time railway communication with the 
coast should be established, and that there 
| were many reasons—some of which it is 
/not desirable to enter into—which made 
it extremely unsafe that we should have 
/no means of communicating with that 
| distant possession. I think that it was 
‘not without justification that this project 
'was set on foot without that detailed 
‘survey which undoubtedly would have 
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been made under other circumstances. 
What I would like to know is whether the 
Government are of opinion that they are 
ow in possession of such complete in- 
formation that they can with confidence 
say that the present estimate is not likely 
to be exceeded. I gathered, from reading 
some time ago that very able Report to 
which the noble Marquess referred, that 
there had been a very large change in the 


whole direction of the railway towards | 


the Lake, and that that had involved a 
great increase in the cost. I suppose 
those who projected the railway and 
framed the estimates hardly took into con- 
sideration the presence of a considerable 
number of lions, who ate up a number of 
the coolies employed. Looking at the 
cost of the railways in India during the 
time I was connected with the administra- 
tion of that country, and considering the 
difficulties of the country through which 
this line had to pass, I do not think that 
the amount is very excessive. In 
ordinary circumstances [ 
inclined to say that it was, of course, a 
scandalous thing to ask Parliament for 
a sum of three millions and then to add 
two millions, or nearly two millions, 
to that figure. But, as I have already 
remarked, this case must be judged ina 


{LORDS} 
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something in their behalf. They are not 
so aristocratic that they will only feed on 
coolies ; they took a medical man the 
other day, and I expect it will be found 
that they have taken many other people. 
The noble Earl indicated that in conse- 
quence of our not having had a survey 
we were compelled to take a longer route 
than we otherwise would have done. 
That is not so. 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: I did 
not mean to imply that. I do not know 
|that the answer of the noble Marquess 
exactly gives me the information for 
which I asked. What I wished to know 
was not so much whether the noble 
Marauess himself was of opinion that the 
estimate was sufficient, as whether there 
had been such an examination of the 
country, especially the difficult new 
country which has to be passed through, 
| as would make the estimate formed pro- 
bably a correct one. 








would be | 


| THE Marquess or SALISBURY: I 
do not think I would be doing right if I 
pledged myself. Undoubtedly, the part 
of the country referred to has been very 
little investigated yet ; bvt, according to 
|the opinion of competent persons, the: 


different way, and only those who are well | estimate ought to be sufficient. 


. 3 | 
aware of the very peculiar conditions | 
under which we held the country can | 


On Question agreed to; Bill read 2" 


rightly estimate the matter, and I will not | accordingly, and committed to a Com- 


say the excuses but the reasons why it 
cannot be regarded as a subject for 
censure. All I wish to do, therefore, is 
to ask whether the Government are now 
in possession of satisfactory information 
enabling them to say that the sum at 
present fixed will be sufficient. 


THE Marquess or SALISBURY: I 
am afraid I can only tell the noble Earl 
that Iam told so. I cannot pledge my 
own knowledge of engineering as a ground 
for believing that it will be so, but those | 
with whom I have been in communication 
are quite of opinion that the sum named | 

| 





will cover the expense. Of course, the un- 
known plays a considerable part in this | 
matter. It is the part of the railway 
which is furthest from the coast that is | 
less known, and there may be embarrass- | 
ments and difficulties which we cannot | 
foresee. But, speaking my own con-| 
viction, I have little doubt that what we | 
are now asking for will beenough. With. 
respect to the lions, I feel bound to say | 


The Earl of Kimberley. 


mittee of the whole House to-morrow, 
and Standing Order No. XX XIX. to be 
considered in order to its being dispensed. 
with. 


THE CROMWELL STATUE. 

*THE Earn oF HARDWICKE: My 
Lords, I rise to call attention to the eree- 
tion of a statue of Oliver Cromwell within 
the precincts of the Palace of Westminster 
without the consent of Parliament ; and 
to ask the Prime Minister whether his 
attention has been called to a speech of 
the First Commissioner of Works in the 
House of Commons, on 23rd February, in 
which he laid down as a doctrine of Con- 
stitutional Law, that in the case of the 
erection of a statue upon which no public 
money is spent, the First Commissioner 
of Works is under no obligation to con- 
sult Parliament as to the acceptance of 
the gift or as to a site; and, if so, does 


+ See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxix., p. 956. 
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the doctrine hold good even when the 
opinion of Parliament has been expressed 
against the proposed statue or site. I 
hope your Lordships will forgive me for 
bringing to your notice a matter which I 
know is considered by many people to 
he past and done with. But there are 
circumstances resulting from it which, in 
my opinion, are very far from being pastand 
done with. Your Lordships will observe 
that I have prefaced my question by ask- 
ing to be allowed to call attention to the 
erection of a statue of Oliver Cromwell 
within the precincts of the Palace of 
Westminster without the consent of 
Parliament. I have done so for the 
following reasons :-—First, it is only the 
facts in connection with this statue which 
render intelligible the point on which I 
am going to ask the Prime Minister 
for enlightenment ; and second, I am 
anxious to take this opportunity of ex- 
plaining why I have not followed up the 
Motion I carried in your Lordships’ 
House in October last by a further 
Motion.* I am aware that the effect of 
the division I took on that occasion was 
discounted by the press and only too 
plainly by Her Majesty’s Government, 
and, perhaps, with your Lordships’ per- 
mission, while 1 am referring to this 
point I may be allowed to allude to 
what may be considered a_ personal 
matter. I have a_ painful recollection 
that on the occasion referred to the noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack 
characterised the Motion I brought for- 
ward as not calculated to add to the 
dignity of your Lordships’ House ; but I 
hope your Lordships will believe that it 
was very far from my intention to do 
anything disrespectful. The circum- 
stances were peculiar. It was only when 
the pedestal on which the Cromwell 
statue now stands reared itself into view 
that any one realised the intention of Her 
Majesty's Government, and __ petitions 
came in from all parts of the country. I[ 
have a list in my hand of 274 petitions 
which, I believe, have been presented to 
Her Majesty’s Government protesting 
against the erection of this statue. The 
only opportunity I had of protesting was 
by putting down a motion. Parliament 
was about to adjourn, and I put down my 
motion with the sole object of getting 
Her Majesty’s Government to consent to 
defer the putting up of the statue 





* See Vol. Ixxvii., page 749. 
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until the reassembling of Parliament 
in the coming year, when both Houses 
of Parliament would have an oppor- 
tunity of expressing their feelings 
and their opinion on the matter. 
Her Majesty’s Government decided to 
ignore the division that was taken in this 
House, and on a dark November morn- 
ing the statue of the great Protector was 
stealthily unveiled by a workman repre- 
senting, I presume, the First Commissioner 
of Works, and without one word of 


panegyric. It is true that on the 
‘same evening a demonstration was 
held to celebrate this unique and 

I am informed 


interesting ceremony. 
that the anonymous donor of the statue 
addressed the meeting, but, of course, I 
have no authority to say so. I eagerly 
scanned the names of those present on 
the platform in the expectation of finding 
the name of the First Commissioner of 
Works, if not that of the Prime Minister 
himself. It is strange that not one single 
member of Her Majesty’s Government 
was present, and I think it isa significant 
fact that of the party that supports Her 
Majesty’s Government the names of only 
two members were on the list—one a 
Unionist Peer, and the other a Conserva- 
tive Member of the House: of Commons 
who himself had signed a petition pro- 
testing against the erection of this statue 
without the previousconsentof Parliament. 
I fully intended to have drawn your 
Lordships’ attention to this singular pro- 
ceeding before, but at the time I thought 
of doing so the very serious aspect of 
affairs in South Africa led me to think 
that it would not be convenient to raise 
the question. Unfortunately, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill did not share that opinion, and 
he brought the matter forward in the 
House of Commons by moving an Amend- 
ment on the Vote for the maintenance of 
the Royal Palaces.* I regret very much 
that episode, but I think it is worthy of 
note that the matter was brought forward 
wholly unexpectedly, with the result that 
Her Majesty’s Government got a very 
large majority, but in the minority were 
Members of the House of 


many 
Commons who usually support the 
Government. Thereupon I put down 


the question on the Paper, which I should 
have asked the Prime Minister some 
weeks ago had I not unfortunately been 


* 23rd February, 1900. See Zhe Parlia- 
mentary Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. ixxix., 
page 949. 
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laid up, and unable to attend your Lord- | 
ships’ House. On the oczasion of the_ 
debate referred to, the First Commissioner | 
of Works stated that it had never been 

the practice of his Department, when a 

statue was paid for by public or private 

subscription and not out of public funds, 

to consult Parliament. That claim, my 

Lords, does not square with the statement 

made by the noble Lord, Lord Churchill, 

who represented Her Majesty’s Govern- 

ment when I brought my motion before 

the House in October last. Lord Churchill 

said :— 


“The understanding on which the work [the - 
statue] was to be executed was that a suitable 
site, satisfactory to the donor and to Parlia- | 
ment, should be given by the Government.” 


I was astonished at that statement, and I 
asked the noble Lord why Her Majesty’s 
Government, in face of that understand- 
ing, did not think it necessary to consult 
Parliament, and the noble Lord replied 
that the terms were arranged by the late 
First Commissioner of Works and not by 
Mr. Akers-Douglas. The fact that Mr. | 
Herbert Gladstone arranged and Mr. 
Akers-Douglas accepted those terms dis- 
tinctly negatives his claim that the First 
Commissioner can deal with all such 
matters proprio imotu witbout consulting 
Parliament. The claim of the First 
Commissioner of Works, reduced to 
its logical conclusion, amounts to this— 
that the First Commissioner of Works has | 
the right to give a site and erect a statue 
in any of the Royal palaces, without 
consulting Parliament, to any obscure or 


{LORDS} 


Statue. 


mons decided, by a majority of 137, -that 
they would not erect a statue to Oliver 
Cromwell.* This was during Lord Rose- 
bery’s Administration. It is true that, 
technically speaking, the decision of the 
House was against a reduction of £500, 
but the tenor of the debate, and, more 
especially, the tenor of the speech of Mr. 
Balfour, who led the Opposition, shows 
conclusively that the House voted against 
any statue at all to Oliver Cromwell ; and 
I cannot believe that anyone who has 
read or who heard that debate can 
seriously attempt to put aside the decision 
of the House on the plea of so trumpery 
a technicality. Four days after the 17th 
of June, Lord Rosebery’s Government 
fell. During those -four days the 
anonymous donor came forward and 
offered to Lord Rosebery, as head of the 
Government, a statue which Lord Rose- 
bery, as head of the Government, ac- 
cepted. He did that in the teeth of the 
division in the House of Commons against 
a statue of Cromwell, and it seems to me 
that this action was a cynical defiance of 
the wishes of Parliament without parallel, 
probably, since the days of Cromwell him- 
self. I hope | have not detained your Lord- 
ships too long, but I feel strongly on this 
subject. I believe that the question which 
I now put to the Prime Minister is one 
involving a constitutional point of con- 
siderable importance. .If the noble Mar- 
quéss holds that the doctrine which the 
First Commissioner of Works has laid 
down is correct, that the First Commis- 
sioner is legally clothed with this almost 
' papal authority, then, I submit, the sooner 


undeserving person which some generous | his powers are reduced to the level of 


person might be willing to give. Suppose 
some enthusiastic pro-Boer offered a statue 
of Mr. Kruger—the First Commissioner of 
Works, according to this doctrine, is 
perfectly entitled to give a site, and your 
Lordships would not be allowed to say a 
word. Suppose that somebody presented 
a statue of ec Fawkes—in the same way 


Parliament would have no voice in the’ 
There is one further point upon | 


matter. 
which I desire the opinion of the Prime 
Minister. Assuming that it is no part of the 
duties of the First Commissioner of Works 
to consult Parliament in these matters, 


but that, as a fact, Parliament has ex- | 
pressed an opinion, is the First Commis- | 


sioner of Works entitled to disregard that 


opinion, for that is exactly what the First | 
in this case?) 


Commissioner has done 
On June 17th, 1895, the House of Com- 


The Earl of Hardwicke. 


those of other members of the Govern- 
ment the better for the appearance of the 
Palace of Westminster and the dignity of 
our monarchical Constitution. 


THE MARQUESS OF SALISBURY : My 
Lords, my noble friend has led us so deep 
into the mysteries of constitutional law 
that I feel considerable misgiving in 
addressing myself to a matter which 
really ought to be dealt with by the legal 
Members of the House. But if I may be 
allowed to confine myself to answering 
the question put to me, I will try to do 
it to the best of my ability. Iam asked 
whether my attention has been called to 
| a speech of the First Commissioner of 


* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
| Series}, Vol. xxxiv., page 1341. 
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Works, in which he laid down, asa 
doctrine of constitutional law, that in 
the case of the-erection of a statue upon 
which no public money is spent the First 
Commissioner of Works is under no 
obligation to consult Parliament as to the 
acceptance of the gift or the character of 
the site. Well, my Lords, suppose the 
converse were laid down, that the First 
Commissioner of Works must consult 
Parliament as to every statue which is to 
be erected throughout the country upon 
any site over which he has control. I 
think that is a proposition which will not 
be found in any of those works on Con- 
stitutional law to which I have no doubt 
my noble friend has referred himself. 
When I was taught constitutional law, I 
imagined that the relations of the Execu- 
tive to Parliament were to be these—not 
that the Executive had to come to Parlia- 
ment for leave to act under its executive 
powers, but that, when the- Executive 
Government had acted in the discharge 
of its executive powers and had in the 
view of Parliament committed an error 
in so doing, the remedy of Parliament 
was to censure the Minister and to turn 
him and his colleagues out of office. I 
believe that to be the sound constitutional 
doctrine, and I think that the already 
over-burdened House of Commons would 
be still more terribly burdened if every- 
thing a Minister. proposed to do in his 
executive capacity was subject to debate 
by Parliament before he exercised his 
power. I do not think Oliver Cromwell 
himself would have hed any hesitation on 
this point, and I think even less violent 
politicians than Cromwell would have pro- 
tested very strongly against the idea that 
the powers of the Executive Government 
are to be exercised by Parliament. Those 
powers are to be exercised subject to the 
judgment of and exposed to the review 
of Parliament. Turning from these grave 
matters to the smaller details, I will pro- 
ceed to the next part of the question. I am 
asked, does this doctrine hold good even 
when the opinion of Parliament has been 
expressed against the proposed statue or 
site? The opinion of Parliament was not 
expressed against the proposed statue ; it 
was expressed in support of the much 
more commonplace view, that Parliament 
declined to vote the money—an attitude 
which Parliament very frequently takes 
up, and an attitude which is obviously 
within its most primary and elementary 
constitutional powers. My noble friend 
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| talks of this as, I think, a piece of 
|trumpery pettifogging. The Vote was 
| refused by a large majority, and therefore 
;my noble friend says Parliament’ has 
| pledgei itself to the doctrine that the 
| statue is not to be erected, even though 
'no public money is required. There, 
, again, I think my noble friend will find 
| it very difficult to summon to the support 
_ of that doctrine those lights of learning of 
| which this House is proud. The matter 
|for us is very simple. It is not so much 
as a matter of constitutional law that the 
|matter appeals to me; what appeals 
| more to my sympathy is the doctrine of 
continuity of policy. The late First 
Commissioner of Works undertook to 
| give a site and to accept a statue, 
‘and on the faith of that undertak- 
‘ing certain monies were expended 
| by a private individual whose name 
/we shall never know. It seems to 
'me not a matter of constitutional law 
_but of common honesty that when the 
First Commissioner of Works waschanged, 
| his successor should hold himself bound by 
the promise which his predecessor had 
given, and should not take advantage of the 
change, especially when money had been 
expended by the person to whom the 
promise was given. It would be impos- 
sible to conduct business with the vast 
number of persons who have to consent 
to contracts with Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment on matters of very much more im- 
portance than this, if the doctrine was 
once laid down that a change of Govern- 
ment released the incoming Government 
from all that the former Government had 
promised. I do not think you can 
possibly accept such a doctrine as that. 
I understand that there are three ques- 
tions at issue. First, ought the money of 
Parliament to be spent on the matter at 
all? Secondly, if not, ought Oliver 
Cromwell to have had a statue at all ? 
And, thirdly, if he ought to have had a 
statue, ought it to have been placed in the 
sunken garden to which it has now been 
banished? I am no adorer of Oliver 
Cromwell, but if I wished to hand down 
an unfavourable view of his policy and 
history I could devise no more outward 
and visible sign of it than to put him at 
the bottom of a hole. So long as the 
anonymous donor, whose political opinions 
I cannot even guess, is content with that 
way of honouring the particular hero 
whom he delights to praise, I do not see 


that those who belong to what I may call 
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the side of the question to which my 
noble friend and I belong—to the party 


which is not supposed to be enthusiasti- | 


cally or extravagantly desirous of honour- 
ing Oliver Cromwell—need complain 
of the arrangement, because I do not see 
how any arrangement could be devised 
which would suit our views so satisfac- 
torily. Having a statue, they can hardly 
have another. No one can lift him out 
of the depths to which he has been re- 
legated, and I think foreigners will go 
away from the site, after studying the 
Statesmen whom we have honoured in 
the surrounding land, with the observa- 
tion, ‘ Behold the banishment that a just 
monarchical Government inflicts upon a 


+» 


rebel and a regicide ! 


Tue Eart or HALSBURY: I would 
remind the House that the division 
against the site was taken on the morning 
ot the prorogation, in a very thin House 
composed of ten Peers, and was only 
carried by a majority of two. No dis- 
courtesy to the noble Lord was intended 
by me when I pointed out that a division 
taken in such circumstances was not caleu- 
lated to add to the dignity of this House 
or to the respect with which people would 
regard its decisions. 


*Lorp MORRIS: My Lords, I had 
hoped that some Peer of more importance 
than I can pretend to be would have in- 
tervened in this discussion. The noble 
Karl who opened it I think satisfied the 
House that a transaction had taken place 
that ought not to have taken place. 
That is the point. I quite agree, if I 
may take the liberty of saying so, with 
the noble Marquess that it is not a proper 
description of the matter to say it is un- 
‘ constitutional. That is entirely too vague 
and too large a phrase to describe what 
occurred ; but I do say, and I think every- 


body who has'heard the temperate, concise, | 


and effective statement of the noble 
Earl will have come to the conelu- 
sion, that what 

to have taken place. 
how any First Commissioner of Works can 
find it consistent with his duty to arrogate 
to himself the right to set up a statue 
within the precincts of the Palace of 
Westminster if he knew that the presence 
of that statue would he objectionable to 
the great majority of the Members of 
both Houses of Parliament. If the First 
Commissioner had such a right why was 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 
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occurred ought not. 
I cannot understand . 
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the statue unveiled in a surreptitious 
manner on a November night, and why 
was it accepted from an anonymous 
donor? I think it is an indignity to both 
Houses to accept such a statue in such a 
manner. Is the donor ashamed of his 
action? Is that the reason he wishes to 
preserve his anonymity? It is childish 
to continue to talk of the donor being 
anonymous when everyone knows in this 
House and in the street—a favourite place 
now to appeal to—who the anonymous 
donor is. He was the Prime Minister of 
the Crown, and his First Commissioner 
of Works accepted his statue. What 
made him so urgent? Was it because 
Oliver Cromwell disposed in a summary 
way of the House of Lords, or was it because 
he was enabled to quote Oliver Cromwell 
as a great instance to save him from that 
unpleasant thing, the Nonconformist con- 
science which objects to racing? The 
nobie Earl—I decline to speak of him as 
the anonymous donor, for in the Courts 
of Justice we are in the habit of calling a 
spade a spade—with reference to the 
objection of Irish representatives, said that 
they should not object to a statue in 
London when Englishmen did not object 
to statues in Dublin. To this I reply 
that I would not raise any protest against 
|a statue of Cromwell in the streets of 
London provided I was not expected 
to subscribe to it, but it is quite a 
different matter to erect such a statue 
within the precincts of the Houses of 
Parliament, in which Irishmen have an 
interest in common with representatives 
of other parts of the kingdom. The point 
is not that a statue of Oliver Cromwell 
was to be put up, but that it was put up 
within the precincts of the Palace of 
Westminster upon the promise of the 
First Commissioner of Works, who knew 
at that very time it was contrary to 
the wish of both Houses of Parliament. I 
do not think that point has been met. It 
is not a question of its being unconstitu- 
tional; it is a question of a thing 
having been done which ought not to 
have been done, and which was done to 
a certain extent defiantly. The doctrine 
of continuity of policy which has been 
referred to is seldom carried out in things 
‘that are right. If Mr. Herbert Gladstone 
did wrong, why was Mr. Akers-Douglas 
to persevere in that wrong, particularly 
when he could shield himself under not 
only the fact that this House did not 
approve of it, but that the House of 
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Commons substantially disapproved of it ? 
Anybody who reads the debate will see 
that the £500 was a mere bagatelle. 
The question discussed was, was Oliver 
Cromwell a person to whom a statue 


should be erected within the precincts of | 


the House of Commons? 
of policy did not 
First Commissioner of 


Continuity 
justify the 
Works in 
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Marquess called a “ hole” outside, or the 
_ bust in a central position where it must 

come under the notice of every Member 

of the House of Commons? Upon the 
|whole, I think that discussions of this 
kind about one of our greatest men do no 
‘honour to the House, and will not meet 
with the approbation of right thinking 
men in the country. 


carrying out the mistaken intention of | 


his predecessor to erect a statue to the, 
man who ended, not mended, the House | 
of Lords, and ignominionsly drove the | 
Members of the House of Commons from | 


their place of meeting. If the noble Earl 
who raised this question had coreluded 
with a motion, I think he would have 
received considerable support in 
House. I would certainly have voted for 
his motion. 


THE Earp or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I do not think that anyone in this 
House would desire to go into a discussion 
as to the merits of Oliver Cromwell ; no 
doubt there are great differances of 
opinion as to that great historical char- 
acter. A very considerable time has 
elapsed since the events in which Crom- 
well too part occurred, and, for my part, 
I consider that he was one of the greatest 
men this country ever produced, and any 
honour done to him is an honour to the 
country to which he belonged. Further 
than that [ will not go, nor will I say 
anything as to the atiack made by the 
opponents of Cromwell. The anonymous 
donor is a donor whom, undoubtedly, we 
all know, and that being the case I feel 
myself justified in saying that I think 


this | 


*THE EARL oF HARDWICKE: I am 
very grateful to the Prime Minister for 
the full way in which he has dealt with 
my question. I disagree with the noble 
Marquess when he says that the statue 
‘is in a hole. Though he is technically 
' correct, it must be borne in mind that it 
is on a pedestal which makes it one of 
the most conspicuous statues in London. 
As to the bust in the House of Commons, 
| to which Lord Kimberley referred, it is a 
| question of degree. The bust inside the 
| House is small and not conspicuous. The 
| statue outside is conspicuously before the 
public ; everyone can see it and every- 
one who sees it knows that it was placed 
| there by a Conservative Government and 
will infer that it was placed there to do 
honour to the memory of one who no 
doubt was a great man. I regret, after 
the very strong feeling which I observe 
exists in your Lordships’ House on this 
question, that I did not move a motion 
instead of asking a question. 





G.P.O.—TRANSFER TO MOUNT PLEA- 
SANT—POSTAL REARRANGEMENTS, 
DELAYS, Ere. 

Eart STANHOPE: My Lords, I beg 
| to ask the Postmaster General if he will 








the anonymous donor, even if he be a| explain under what circumstances and in 
member of this House, has done nothing | what cases the hours of posting for the 
whatever of which he has any reason to| provincial mails have been curtailed, in 
be ashamed, but on the contrary I think | consequence of the transfer of a portion 
that everyone who has any respect for | of the work of the General Post Office to 
the great men of the country ought to be | Mount Pleasant. It will be within your 
obliged to him for what he has presented | Lordships’ knowledge that certain com- 
tothe nation. The only other observa- | plaints have arisen owing to the curtail- 
tion I wish to make is as to the speech of | ment of the hours to which I have referred. 
the noble Lord who has just sat down. | This alteration is a source of great incon- 
He seems to have entirely forgotten that | venience in the West End and in the City, 
there is a bust of Oliver Cromwell at this | and it is with the object of getting an 
moment placed on a very conspicuous site | explanation from the noble Marquess the 
within the very walls and precincts of the | Postmaster General that I have put down 
House of Commons, and that it was this question. 

placed there since the present Govern- | 

ment came into office. If it became a} *THE POSTMASTER GENERAL (The 
question for discussion, which is the more | Marquess of LONDONDERRY): My Lords, 
offensive to the opponents of Oliver | the question which has been put to me by 
Cromwell—the statue in what the noble | my noble friend is, if I may venture to say 
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go, avery pertinent and practicalone, and I | shirk any responsibility, but I can only 
do not in the least regret that it has been ; ask your Lordships, and through you the 
asked. The matter is creating certain | public, to exercise the leniency which is 
doubts —I might almost say  mis-| called for when there is a transfer of such 
apprehensions —in the minds of thea large number of employés and plant. 
public at large, but if it had been possible |The site of the new building is on 
the Post Office would gladly have avoided the extreme edge of the E.C. district, but 
the transfer referred to. But they had it was the only site available for a building 


no other course open to them owing to 
the pressure of business and the likelihood 
of that pressure being increased. The 
Post Office building at St. Martin’s-le- , 
Grand, which had hitherto been devoted 
to sorting purposes, was found to be 
absolutely inadequate for the work, and 
as regards the employees there was 
danger that the sanitary arrangements 
would be insufficient. To give an idea of 
the increase in the work during the last 
few years, I may state that from a return 
taken in November, 1895, the number of 
articles posted in the E.C, district weekly 
was 8,300,000 and the number delivered 
in the E.C. district was 4,221,000, making ! 
a total of 12,500,000. From the latest 
return of November, 1899, the numbers | 
had risen to 9,536,000 (an increase of 
nearly 15 per cent.) and 4,761,000 (an 
increase of nearly 13 percent.) respectively, 
or a total of 14,290,000. The number of 
articles despatched trom St. Martin’s-le- | 
Grand to places abroad was in May, 1896, 
2,033,000. The number is now 2,842,000 | 
(an increase of nearly 40 per cent.), but | 
this is temporarily swollen by the large 
amount of correspondence which is now | 


of the dimensions necessary, and, as your 
Lordships know, it belonged to the 
Government. The duties transferred to 
Mount Pleasant were those relating to 
the postal arrangements connected with 
the provinces. The foreign mails and all 
the postal arrangements connected with 
London will remain at St. Martin’s-le- 
Grand, I wish particularly to impress 
upon your Lordships that practically 
there is no alteration in the hours of 
posting in any district in London as a 
result of the change, except in the E.C. 
district. There may be certain delay in 
connection with letters posted in London 
in the middle or early part of the day. 
Letters posted in the south or east of 
London and intended for the south and 
east provinces will have further to go to 
Mount Pleasant than they had to the old 
Post Office. But there will be a corres- 
ponding gain in point of time with regard 
to letters posted in the sorth and west 
for the north and west provinces, for the 
reason that those districts are nearer to 
Mount Pleasant. Except as regards the 


| E.C. district there will be no alteration 


in the hours of posting for the night mails 





sent weekly to the troops in South Africa. | to the provinces. At Mount Pleasant the 
Owing also to the reduction of rates of | hours of posting will be the same now as 
the inland letter postage in 1897 the bulk | they have hitherto been at St. Martin’s- 
of the articles sent through the post has | le-Grand, and the hours of posting for the 
materially increased, and this is a serious | general night mails will be maintained all 
factor as regards the space available in| over the district. But letters intended 
the sorting office. I think I have shown for despatch to the provinces by mails 
your Lordships by these figures that some | other than the general night mails should 
movement was necessary, and it was/as a rule, if posted elsewhere than at 
absolutely impossible to continue the | Mount Pleasant, be posted about half an 
whole of the work in the old building. | hour earlier. I may mention that in the 
Consequently my predecessor decided to | E.C. district letters will no longer be able 
transfer, roughly speaking, one-half of to be posted in pillar and wall boxes with 
the duties of St. Martin’s-le-Grand to | an extra halfpenny stamp up to seven p.m. 
what is now known as Mount Pleasant, | It has been found that of the 50,000 
a building one mile off on the site of what | letters per night so posted an average of 
was formerly the Coldbath Fields prison. | only 700 bear the extra stamp, and it is 
For some years a large portion of the not practicable to examine 50,000 letters 
business of the parcel post has been for the sake of 700. It has therefore 
carried on there, aud on Monday last it | been decided to abolish the wall and 
was opened for its new work. I do not | pillar boxes for late-fee letters. I wish it 
deny thatthere has beenacertainamount of | to be understood that although that 
inconvenience to the public in connection | facility is taken away the facilities offered 
with the transfer, and I do not attempt to | are satisfactory, because at every post- 


The Postmaster General. 
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office in the east-central district the facili- ; 
ties for late-fee posting will exist as | 
before, and no one will have to walk| 
more than 200 yards in the east central | 
district in order to reach a post-office. | 
The main point to which exception has | 
heen taken is that late-post letters must | 
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matter is at all an unfit one for the con- 
sideration of this House, but I should 
demur to the appointment of a Com- 
mittee so late in the session, when it 
wouid hardly be possible to obtain the 
attendance of Peers who would be 
adequately fitted for examining into a 


he posted at St. Martin’s-le-Grand at 7.30 | question of such complexity. The great 


instead of at 7.45, as hitherto. The 
pressure at the General Post Office has | 
been so great that it has been found abso- | 
lutely necessary to remove a certain | 
portion of the work to another building. 
It takes a quarter of an hour to 
get from St. Martin’s-le-Grand to 
the new building, and that quarter of | 
an hour has to be made up in some way, 
otherwise the mails would not catch the 
trains. After considering the matter 
very carefully my predecessor arrived at 
the conclusion, in which I concur, that 
that quarter of an hour should be taken 
of the time allowed at St. Martin’s-le- 
Grand. I believe the inconvenience has | 
been greatly exaggerated. I can only 
say, on behalf of myself and the Depart- 
ment over which I preside, that we do 
not think we are asking too much of the. 
public, having regard to the convenience of 
every part of the country, and that we 
believe we shall be able to carry on our 
enormous and daily increasing task in a 
manner which will give satisfaction to 
the country. 


HOURS OF LABOUR IN SHOPS. 

Lorp AVEBURY: My Lords, I rise 
to ask the Prime Minister whether he 
would consent to the appointment of a 
Select Committee to inquire into the long 
hours of labour in shops. In a recent 
debate on the Early Closing Bill the noble 
Marquess, while admitting the length of 
hours of labour in shops, objected to the | 
Bill, on the ground, mainly, or at any 
rate among other reasons, that though 
it was drawn in accordance with a’ 
unanimous resolution of the House of 
Commons, and had passed through two 
Committees of that House, it did not, | 
in his judgment, sufficiently protect the | 
interests of the consumer. The loss of | 
the Bill has caused great disappointment | 
to the shopkeeping community, and I beg | 
to ask the noble Marquess whether he | 
will consent to the appointment of a Com- | 
mittee to consider the subject. 


THE MARQUESS OF SALISBURY : ' 
My Lords, I do not think that this 


novelty of the proposal made by the noble: 
Lord imposes upon us the duty of 
examining very carefully what the effect 
will be of limiting the hours of labour in 
shops, and how far the interest of 
various classes of the community 
would be injuriously touched by it. In 
some recent debates we have had the 


_ doctrine laid down, which, I confess, very 


much alarmed me, that whenever a Com- 
mission or Committee which was appointed. 


by the Government was unanimous on a 


subject, the Government was thereupon 
bound to accept the conclusions to which 
they had arrived. I entirely demur to. 
any such suggestion. I have no belief in 
the infallibility of Commissions or Com- 
mittees, though they may be of great 
assistance to Parliament in the investiga- 
tions of social phenomena which it is 
their duty to make. I will not pledge 
myself as to the course we shall pursue 
with respect to the recommendations 
which may be made, but I entirely 
concur with the noble Lord that this is a. 
suitable matter for Parliament to investi- 
gate. It is a matter of extreme difficulty, 
and I hope that some care will be taken 
to appoint an impartial Committee. 


Lorp AVEBURY: I am very much 
obliged to the noble Marquess for con- 
senting to the appointment of a Select 
Committee. I quite concur that it should 
not be a partisan Committee, and [ am 
sure the advocates of early closing would 


: be desirous that it should be a Committee 


which would inspire the confidence of 
your Lordships’ House. I beg to give 
notice that I will move for the appoint- 
ment of a Committee at the commence- 
ment of next session. 


COLONIAL MARRIAGES (DECEASED 
WIFE’S SISTER) BILL [H...]. 


Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


House adjourned at Twenty-five 
minutes past Six of the clock, 
till To-morrow, half-past Ten 
of the clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 

Order [22nd March], That the Shannon 
Water and Electric Power Bill be com- 
mitted to the Committee to be nominated 
by the Committee of Selection for the 


SHANNON 


consideration of other Private Bills relat- | 


ing to electric power, read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the order be discharged.”—(The | 


Chairman of Ways end Means.) 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) remarked that he quite under- 
stood the reasons for removing this Bill 
from the Special Committee mentioned, 


but thought that it was important it | 


should be referred to a Committee of no 
inferior status. 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMIT- 
TEES (Mr. J. W. LowrHer, Cumber- 
land, Penrith) replied that the Bill 
was not affected in any way by the ques- 
tions which the Special Committee had 
been appointed to consider in connection 
with the Electric Lighting Bills. 


group of Electric Lighting Bills. The 
Special Committee which had been sitting 
since the beginning of May had still a 
heavy Bill to deal with, and under the 
circumstances he hoped that the House 
would accept this resolution and allow 
this particular Bill to go to another 
Committee. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


GREAT INDIAN PENINSULA  RAIL- 


WAY COMPANY BILL [ANNUITIES] | 


(BY ORDER). 

Resolution reported :—‘ That it is ex- 
pedient to authorise the creation of 
Annuities to be charged on and payable 
out of the Revenues of India in lieu of 
the sum of money amounting to 


£34,859,217 17s. 6d. agreed upon for the 
purchase by the Secretary of State in 


{COMMONS} 


The | 
only question involved in it was one re- | 
lating to fisheries, and he really could not | 
understand how it came to be put in the | 


| mittee ? 
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Council of India of the undertaking of 
the Great Indian Peninsula Railway Com- 
pany, and the payment of any costs and 
expenses incurred by the said Secretary 
of State under any Act of the present 
session for vesting the said undertakin 

in the said Secretary of State in Couneil 
of India ; and also any costs, charges, and 
expenses of obtaining and passing the 
‘said Act not provided by the surplus 
profits arising frem the said undertakin 

for the half-year ending the 30th day of 
/ June, 1900.” 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
'“That this House doth agree with the 
Committee in the said Resolution.” 

| 

*Mr. JOHN ELLIS said that he yester- 
day took the somewhat unusual course of 
objecting to this stage being passed. 
In view of the fact that it was merely a 
Report from the House in Committee, 
he would not enter into the matter at 
length ; but he would like again to em- 
phasise his opinion that this matter should 
have been dealt with in a public instead of 
a private Bill, and he proposed to raise 
that point when the Bill itself came 
before the House. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said he understood it would not be 
competent for anyone at this stage to 
raise the point alluded to by his hon. 
friend, but he would like to recall to the 
memory of the noble Lord a strong Re- 
port signed by himself on a similar occa- 
sion, protesting against dealing with 
matters of this character in private Bills. 
He would further like to ask what the 
noble Lord anticipated would be the 
future history of the Bill. Would it go 
to the Unopposed Private Bill Committee, 
or would it be sent to a Select Com- 
He held that in a matter of 
this magnitude the House should be 
afforded an opportunity, through a Select 
Committee, of examining the provisions 
of a Bill which imposed a charge of 35 
millions on the Indian revenues, and he 
believed that if the noble Lord would 
only suggest that the Bill be sent to a 
Select Committee that would at once be 
done. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I think there is still some mis- 
understanding with regard to the Bill. 
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As a matter of fact, it was not necessary 
to apply to Parliament in order to ac- 
quire possession of this railway. Con- 
tracts were made and sanctioned by Acts 
of Parliament passed many years ago, 
which enabled the East India Company 
to enter into negotiations with certain 
railway companies, for guaranteeing the 
interest on their capital and for an option , 
of purchase. I was informed by my legal 
advisers that that option of purchase 
could be exercised, and that all the 
arrangements could be made so far as 
the purchase is concerned. But the stock 
of this railway is largely held by trustees, | 
and I am told that unless some special 
arrangement is made in connection with 
annuities it may be very difficult for 
trustees to hold their stock hereafter. 
The transaction is quite simple and above 
board, and I am ready to agree to any 
procedure that may be desired, provided 
it will not delay the conclusion of ths 
business. But I am bound by the form 
and practice of the House. It isa private 
Bill, and I understand that it will go to 
the Chairman of Ways and Means. I 
assume that it is not opposed, and that it 
will in the ordinary course come back to 
this House without going to a Committee. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Great Indian 
Peninsula Railway Company Bill, that 
they have power to make provision 
therein pursuant to the said Resolution. 
—(Secretary Lord George Hamilton.) 


BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE’S, AND 
LYTHAM TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


COWES PIER BILL [Lords]. 


Queen’s consent signified; read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend-, 
ments. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY 
[Lords]. 


MOTHERWELL WATER BILL [Lords.] 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


BILL 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL AND 
CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL BILL (JOINT COMMITTEE). 

Sir UGHTRED KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH re- 
ported from the Joint Committee on the 
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Dublin Corporation Bill and the Clontarf 
Urban District Council Bill, That the 
parties promoting the Dublin Corpora- 
tion Bill had stated that the evidence of 
Frederick C. Pilkington, D.L., J.P., of 
Westbury, Stillorgan, county Dublin, was 
essential to their case ; and, it having been 
proved that his attendance could not be 
procured without the intervention of the 
House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said Frederick C. Pilkington do 
attend the said Committee on Monday 
next, 25th June, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock. 


Ordered, That Frederick C. Pilkington 
do attend the Joint Committee on the 
Dublin Corporation Bill and the. Clontarf 
Urban District Council Bill on Monday 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Business. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 

Reported from’ the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills 
(Section B), with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to—Central 
London Railway Bill, without Amend- 
ment. 


That they have agreed to—Stockpor 
Corporation Tramways Bill, Wakefield 
Corporation Market Bill, Ossett Corpora- 
tion Gas Bill, Great Yarmouth Port and 
Haven Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments 
to—Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board 
Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“ An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under The Gas and Water Works Facili- 
ties Act, 1870, relating to Abergele Gas, 
Irthlingborough Gas, Littlehampton Gas, 
Lymington Gas, Mablethorpe and Sutton 
Gas, and Romford Gas.” Gas Orders 
Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 263.] 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
* 


LOCAL 
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visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill read the third time. and passed. 





PETITIONS. 


COAL MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD 
LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL. 


Petition from Kilmarnock, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


COUNTY COUNCILLORS (QUALIFICA- 


TION OF WOMEN) (SCOTLAND) BILL. , 


Petition from Kilmarnock, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Kilmarnock, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions against, from Cullen, Fraser- 
burgh, Banff, and Royal, Parliamentary, 
and Police Burghs of Scotland ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL, 

Petitions against, from Shoreditch, and 

Enfield ; to lie upon the Table. 

INEBRIATES AMENDMENT 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Dunfermline, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


(SCOT- 


LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1854) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Dundee, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LAND VALUES TAXATION 
LAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Kilmarnock ; 
and Dundee ; to lie upon the Table. 


(SCOT- 


LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF SALE) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Kilmarnock, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (S€OT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Kilmarnock, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. . 





{COMMONS} 





Petitions. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 


Petition from Erith, in favour ; to lie: 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND): 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Dundee, in favour; to. 
lie upon the Table. 


LUNACY BILL. 
Petition from Birmingham, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


PETTY CUSTOMS ABOLITION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Petition from Linlithgow, against ; to: 
lie upon the Table. 

Petition from Dunfermline, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RATING OF WOODLANDS. 
Petition from West Ham, for alteratiom 
of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Romford ; 
Swindon; Walsingham; Ploughfield ; 
Sandbach ; Norwich ; Morpeth ; Kemps- 
ton; Bampton; Caerphiliy; Boston ; 

| Houghton - le - Spring ; | Broadwindsor ; 

Stourbridge ; Brighton ; Wolverhampton ; 
Ruckhall ; Dorstone; Shenmore; Cage- 
brook ; and Powchurch ; to lie upon the: 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petitions against, from Torquay ; and 
Darlington ; to lie upen the Table. 
Petitions in favour, from Watchet ; 
Tettenhall Wood; Winchester (five) ; 
Ossett ; Stockport; Rochester; King’s 
Lynn ; Clungunford ; Croydon ; Swindon 
(two); Hebden Bridge; Porthleven; 
Llorney ; Lewisham; Withnell Fold; 
Caerphilly ; Salford (two) ; South Hiend- 
ley ; Royston; Shivemoor; Portishead ;. 
Hersham; Jarrow; Sutton; Bedford 
(two) ; Andover ; Macclesfield ; Bampton ; 
Pontypridd ; Chelmsford ; Nailsea ; Ex- 
mouth ; Morley ; Ampthill ; Kempston ; 


|Maulden;. Biggleswade; Shillington; 
Bratton Fleming; Morley ; Land Key; 
Langridgeford ; Leicester; Wigston 


Magna ; Loddiswell ; Tiverton ; Llandrin- 
dod. Wells ; Llangunllo ; Mirfield ; Brad- 
‘ford (three) ; Pontnewynydd ; Penybont ; 


608. 
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Bideford ; Abbotsham; Longridge ;{ Tabor; New Feary; New Brighton; 
Walsall ; Newchurch ; Morpeth (two) ; Heswall ; Great Saughall ; Birkenhead ; 
Cranborne ; Langton ; Heckington | | Seacombe ; Liscard ; Egremont (two) ; 
Fen; Sleaford ; Cornsay (three) ;| Reading ‘(three) ; ‘Aylsham ; Notting 
South Moor; Dulwich; Walsall ; ;| (three) ; Appledore ; Oldbury ; Darwen ; 
Penge ; Hull (eight) ; Blackburn ; Edin: | lifracombe ; Barnstaple ; Prenton ; East- 
burgh ; Walsingham ; Aspatria ; ’ Mary- | ham ; Beeston ; Arnold ; Daybrooke ; 
port ; Folkestone (three) ; Norwich ; | Rushelifte ; Finchley Road ; Ipswich ; St. 
Bristol ; Mansfield Woodhouse ; Upper Thomas ; Exeter (tw 0) ; Hatfield ; Bristol 


Parkstone ; Walton ‘(three) ; Atherstone; 
Longford ; Hampstead Road ; Warring- 
ton; Ore ; Tolmer Square ; 
Aldeburgh ; ; Clayton le Moors ; Rishton ; 
Little Hulton ; 
Hythe ; Littlehampton : Bridgwater 
Bedwellty (two); Brixham; Jarrow ; 
Rugeley ; Sutton-in-Ashfield ; ‘Houghton. 
leSpring ; Worthing ; Dulverton ; “Ring- 
ley ; Greenhithe ; Dartford ; Monmouth; 
Collingham ; Llanbadarn Lower ; Rad- 
cliffe; Sheerness; Pontywain; Little 
Lever; Maidstone (five); Pontypridd ; 
Thorne Branch; Kimpton; Bristol 
(eleven); East Kirkby (two) ; Weston- 
super - Mare ; Minehead ; Belvedere ; 
Mansfield (four); Pleaseley ; Pleaseley 
Hill (two); Liverpool; Isle of Wight ; 
Atherstone ; Hull (four); Small Heath ; 
Guilden Morden ; Nuncargate ; Norwich ; 
Platt Bridge ; Lamberhead Green ; Ba- 
cup (three); Winfarthing; Ince; Fers- 
field ; Hindley ; Abram ; Fareham ; East 
Bridgford ; Liverpool; Ashley Down; 
Moses Gate; Little Hulton; Upton ; 
Rawtenstall (two) ; Levenshulme ; 
Rastrick ; Blairgowrie; St. Pancras ; 
Brighouse ; Truro ; Chapel Ashton ; 
Audlem ; Chester ; Clotton ; W hitegate ; 
Bedminster ; Wellington ; Swanwick ; 

Belper; St. Kilda ; Jarrow-on-Ty ne 
(five) ; Farnworth ; Nuneaton ; Radclifte- 
on-Trent ; Blackwood ; Stow ; Fresh- 
water (three) : Aughton ; Great Lever : 
Sheftield (fifteen) ; Bingham ; Newcastle- 
under-Lyne (two) ; Llwynadda ; Aberyst- 
with ; Bath ; Nunney ; 5 estfield ; Ful- 
ham; Totterdown (six) ; Ryndw) ycly- 
dach; Llansamlet Higher (two); Llan- 
samlet Lower ; Gowerton ; Llanguicke ; 

St. Albans (two) ; Willin ton ; Chelten- 
ham ; Waterfoot ; Stroud ; hreeburrows ; 

North West Ham ; Murton Colliery ; 
Liscard ; Branksome. ; Marylebone (two) ; 
Clapham Junction ; Newent ; Kingswood 
(three) ; Stratford; Market Harboro’ ; 

Baddesley ; Atherstone (three) ; Bistre ; 


Buckley ; Woodborough ; Old Basford 
(four) ; Bulwell ; Ryhope (two); Pet-| 
worth; Marshland; Faringdon ; 


Haghourne ; Irby ; Rossendale ; 


Stoneferry ; 4 


Moseley Road ; ’ Ferndale; | 


bridge ; Marnhull ; Harlesden ; 


Birmingham (three); Dodworth ; 
ford (three) ; 
East | Yetminster ; 
Mount | Peterborough; Brighton (five) ; Kirkby 


(four) ; Repton ; ; Mickleov er ; Littleov er; 
' Middlesborough Langtoft ; Bridlington ; 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch ; ; Plymouth ; Buckfast- 


leigh (four) ; Bawell ; Markham ; 
Bury; Bulmer; St. Leonards (two) ; 
; Cefncoedycymer ; Merthyr Tydfil 


(twelve) ; St. Helens ; 
Burslem ; Hampstead; Okehampton ; 
Wilby ; Single Hill; Streatham; Llan- 
doxery ; Burr y Port ; ’Llandilo ; Slingsby ; ; 
Coneystorpe ; Silverhill ; Amotherby ; ; 
Kirkheaton ; Women’s Pleasant Sunday 
Afternoon Society; Bolton (two) ; 
Caerphilly ; Treforest (two) ; Abercynon ; 
Pontypridd (three) ; Rhydfelen ; infield ; 
Llanwonno ; Darwen ; Westburn ; Hamp- 
stead; Bressingham; Gateley; Little 
Ryburgh ; Appleby ; Troutheck Bridge ; 
Kentish Town (three) ; North Lopham ; 
Weston-super-Mare; Bath; Hemington 
(two); Frome; Wellow; Single Hill ; 
Tiverton-on-Avon; Radstock; North 
Petherton ; Tryddyn (two); Ffynnon- 
groew ; Ystradyfodwg (two); Williams 
Town; Llwynypia; Birkenhead; New 
Brompton (two); Bolton; Rawmarsh ; 
Rotherham ; Gwyrsyllst ; Fulham (two) ; 
London ; Sleaford; Mexborough ; Oke- 
ford Fitzpane; Luton; Romford; Hull 
(two); Honley; Houghton-le-Spring ; 
Tewkesbury Abbey ; Rumbold ; Hastings ; 
Sturminster Newton ; Boston; Brixham ; 
Wolverhampton ; Sharpness ; Pembroke 
Dock ; Leeds; Child’s Hill ; Southamp- 
ton ; New Brompton (two) ; Camberwell ; 
Dunstable ; Herne Hill; Widnes (four) ; 
Sleaford ; Huddersfield; Nottingham 
(nine); Hale Bank; St. Day (two); 
Hayle ; Goonbell ; Camborne (two) ; Wil- 
lesden (three) ; Piddletrenthide ; ; Llanedy ; 
Harlesden ; Portesham (two) ; Abbotsbury 
(two); Whitby; Ilford; Sawbridge- 
worth ; Rotherham ; East Ham; Bland- 
ford ;‘Sherborne ; Great Stanmore ; Stal- 
Hendon ; 
Sturminster 
Ibberton ; 
Rom- 
Broadwindsor ; Skipton ; 
Derby (two); Ambleside ; 


Holywell Green ; 


Winterborne Kingston ; 


Newton; Okeford Fitzpaine ; - 


Y 2 
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Lonsdale ; Casterton ; Hove ; Toddington 


(two) ; Kendal; Leighton Buzzard , Kil- , 


birnie ; Cricklewood ; Worcester ; Little 
Ilford; Hull; Harold Wood; Crane 
Moor; Ruabon ; York (five) ; Birdwell ; 
Worsboro’ Bridge ; Worsboro’ Common ; 
Silkstone Common ; Sharpenhoe ; Thur- 
goland ; Cullen; Whitby (two); Horn- 
church ; Finchley Lane ; Luton ; Wych- 


bold ; Birdwell; New Barnet (seven) ;' 
Burtle ; Bridgwater (three) ; Minehead ; | 


Stourbridge ; Barlborough ; Aspley 
Guise; Calverley; Stratton St. Mar- 
garets; Dronfield; Beighton ; Lydiard 
Tregooze; Sheffield (two); Preston ; 
Staveley ; Shaw; Dewsbury; Leek 
(four); Bradley Green; Lancaster and 
Cheshire Working People; Camden 
Road; Manchester; Cheetham Hill; 
Heath Town; Wolverhampton (two) ; 
Nottingham (five); Cotgrave ; Hockley 
two) ; Cheadle ; Devonport ; Stonehouse ; 
(two) ; Stoke ; Boston (seven) ; Sutterton ; 
Leek ; Butterwick ; Aspley Guise (two); 
Wadebridge ; Leeds; Luton; Barton ; 
Toddington ; Romford (sixteen); New- 
quay; Cheetham Hill Road; Chester 
(four) ; Palin Street; Barnton ; Norley ; 
Shurlack; Rathy; Mevagissey ; King- 
stone ; Vowchurch ; Ploughfield ; Didley ; 
Ruckhall ; Dorstone ; Shenmore ; Co- 
ventry (two); Walsall; Chasetown ; 
Burntwood ; Stockport (two); Morley ; 
Newbattle ; New Invention ; Knighton ; 
Wakefield ; New Lambton ; Upper Park- 
stone ; Poole ; Wareham ; Carlisle ; 
Southsea ; Cagebrook ; East Dulwich ; 
Troedyraur ; Great Grimsby 
Pudsey ; Egremont ; Cheshire ; Sul- 
coates; Clay Cross; Great Driffield ; 
Wimborne ; Filey (two) ; and Kingswood ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions against, from Kirkcaldy ; and 
Kilsyth ; to lie upon the Table. 

Petitions in favour, from Bothwell ; 
Lesmahagow ; Kircaldy ; Dysart ; Cars- 
phairn ; Swinton ; Kingarth; Peebles ; 
Elgin (two); Callendar; Dunnichan ; 
Dundee (five); Glasgow; Kelvinside ; 
Lochee ; Dalziel ; and Govan ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL, AND SUN- 
DAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 

yA Petitions in favour, from Bath; and 

Maidstone ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHELDREN (NO. 2) BILL; SUN- 
DAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL; AND SALE OF INTOXICAT- 
ING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Worcester, in favour ; to 

‘lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 

Petitions in favour, from Rotherham - 
Rawmarsh; Llwynypia; Gwersyllt; Drigh- 
lington; Sleaford; Okeford Fitzpaine 
(two); Luton (four); Ibberton ; Hull; Upton 
Park ; Tewkesbury Abbey ; Sturminster 
Newton (two); Honley ; Hastings ; Rum- 
bold ; Boston (two) ; Evesham ;Sharness ; 
New Brompton ; Dunstable ; Poole ; Slea- 
ford (two) Widnes (three) ; Nottingham; 
St. Day (two) ; Hayle ; Goonbell ; Childs 
Hill, N.W. ; Willesden (two) ; Llanedy ; 
Portesham (two); East Ham; Birming- 
ham (two) ; Teddington (three) ; St. Pauls; 
Broadwindsor ; Kildwick ; Abbotsbury 
(two) ; Kendal ; Brighton (two); Hove ; 
Kinning Park ; Brentwood ; Southamp- 
ton ; York (three) ; Cricklewood ; Wade- 
bridge; Mount Charles; St. Austell 


(two); Charlestown; Wolverhampton 
(five); Hook; Stratton St. Mar. 
garets; Manchester (five); Shaw; 
Purton ; Buckland Newton ; _ Pid- 
dletrenthide; Whitby (five); Bland- 
ford; Sherborne; Stalbridge; Marn- 
hull; Winterbourne; Derby; Tebay ; 


Ambleside ; Peterborough ; Casterton ; 
Kirkby Lonsdale; Romford;  Rua- 
bon; Little Ilford; Burtle ; Puriton; 
Minehead; Stourbridge; Bridgwater ; 
Barlborough ; Sheffield (three) ; Staveley ; 
Dewsbury ; Aspley Guise ; Biddulph ; 
Bradley Green; Cheadle; Stoke; 
‘Sharpenhoe;  Packmoor; Oldbury; 
Darwen; Sutterton; Boston; Butter- 
wick; Swineshead Bridge ; Polgooth; 
Newquay ; St. Blazey ; Fowey ; Carlisle ; 
Edinburgh ; Croydon; Ibstock ; With- 
nell Fold; Swindon; Tiverton ; Porih- 
leven ; Llanquicke ; Knighton ; Lloiney ; 
Nailsea; Fenton; Sutton ; Pontnewynydd; 
Talymain ; Arlesey ; Portishead ; Chelms- 
ford ; Bedford (two) ; Loddiswell; Biggles- 
wade ; Shillington ; Maulden ; Langridge- 
ford ; Barnstaple ; Kempston ; Leicester ; 
Wigston Magna ; Llandegley ; Ampthill ; 
Wakefield; Tettenhall Wood; New- 
church ; Morpeth ; Langton Maltravers ; 
Poole; Wareham ; Cranborne ; Hecking- 
ton Fen; Hulme ; Eastwood ; Great Drif- 
field; Blackburn; Bradford (three); 
: Norwich ; Shaldon ; Ratby ; Chesterton ; 
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Maryport; Southwark; Filey; Alde- 
burgh ; Walton ; Chester (three); Rad- 
ford ; Nottingham ; Shurlach ; Barnton ; 
Stanningley ; Pudsey ; Bewdley ; Calver- 
ley; Nelson (three); Bradley ; Rough- 
lee ; Clayton-le-Moors ; Southfield Barley ; 
Reedyford ; Egremont ; Sandbach; New 
Invention ; Chasetown ; Burntwood ; New 
Lambton ; Morley ; Stockport ; Hylton ; 
Teignmouth ; Garndiffaith ; Bath ; Meva- 
gissey ; Kingstone; and Didley ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Llwynypia ; 
Llanedy ; Bridgend ; Troedyrawr ; Llan- 
degley ; and Caerphilly ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TEINDS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Dunfermline, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TEMPERANCE REFORM THREEFOLD 
OPTION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Longringgend, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


VIVISECTION. 
Petition from Hull, for prohibirion ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY IN 
PROVINCES (CONTRIBUTIONS 
LIEU OF LOCAL RATES). 
Return presented, relative thereto 

fordered 23rd February ; Sir Albert 

Lollit}; to lie upon the Table, and to be 

printed. [No. 221.] 


THE 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (COUNTY 
OF LONDON). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 23rd February; Sir Albert 
follit] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 222. 

COUNTY OFFICERS AND COURTS 

(IRELAND) ACT, 1877. 

Account presented, of the Receipts and 
Payments under the Act during the year 
ended the 31st March, 1900 [by Act] ; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 223.] 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION (TRAINING 
COLLEGES). 
Copy presented, of Reports relating to 
Training Colleges for the year 1899 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


NAVAL WORKS. 


Copy presented, of Statement showing 
the total estimated cost of each work, the 
estimated expenditure thereon to 31st 
March, 1900, and the amount available 
to meet expenditure in 1900-1901, 
together with the expected date of com- 
pletion [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


GREENWICH HOSPITAL AND 
TRAVERS’ FOUNDATION. 

Copy presented, of Statement of the 
estimated Income and Expenditure of 
Greenwich Hospital and of Travers’ 
Foundation for the year 1900-1901 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 224.] 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 
1894 AND 1896. 

Copy presented, of Two Orders, Nos. 
6,092 and 6,106, dated respectively the 
16th May and 16th June, 1900, revoking 
certain Orders of the Board relating to 
the Landing of Foreign Animals [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST [INDIA (FINANCIAL STATEMENT, 
1900-1901). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address, 28th May ; Sir Henry Fowler] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 225.] 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
No. 527 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 6) Bill."—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
| stating the nature of the proposals con- 
\ 
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tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 8) Bill.” —(AMr. Ritchie.) 


Questions. 


LOCAL TAXATION (ENGLAND) 
ACCOUNT 1899-1900. 

Return ordered, “ showing, in respect 
of the financial year ended the 31st day 
of March, 1900, the distribution of the 
proceeds of the Local Taxation, Licences, 
Estate Duty, and Local Taxation (Cus- 
toms and Excise) Duties paid into the 
Local Taxation (England) Account in 
pursuance of the provisions of the Local 
Government Act, 1888, the Finance Act, 
1894, and the Local Taxation (Customs 
and Excise) Act, 1890 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 301, of Session 
1899).”—(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — LORD 
ROBERTS'S PROCLAMATION ANNEX. 
ING THE ORANGE FREE STATE. 
Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 

E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 

for the Colonies if he can say what has 

been the effect of Lord Roberts’s proclama- 
tion of annexation of the Orange Free 

State on the status of the inhabitants ; 

and whether any such inhabitants found 

fighting with arms in their possession will 
be treated as prisoners of war or as rebels. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The effect of Lord 
Roberts’s proclamation of annexation was 
that the inhabitants of the Orange Free 
State became British subjects. Lord 
Roberts had undertaken by his proclama- 
tions to the burghers of the Orange Free 
State that those desisting from hostility 
and found staying in their homes and 
quietly pursuing their ordinary occu- 
pations would not be made to suffer in 
their persons or property on account of 
their having taken up arms in obedience 
to the order of their Government. The 
treatment of all other persons, may, I 
think, be safely left to Lord Roberts. 


MARTIAL LAW—TREATMENT OF 
CAPE REBELS. 


I beg to ask the 
State for the Colonies 


Mr. CHANNING: 
Secretary of 
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whether he will lay upon the Table of the 
House the Minutes of the late Ministry 
of Cape Colony as to the treatment of 
rebels in Cape Colony. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I do not 
think it would be desirable that these 
Papers should be laid upon the Table at 
present, but I am communicating with 
the present Cape Government on the 
subject. 





| MEDICAL TREATMENT OF SOLDIERS 
ON FURLOUGH—CASE OF PRIVATE 
| MITCHELL. 
| Sm EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- 
land): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
‘of State for War whether his attention 
|has been called to the case of Private 
_ Mitchell, of the Wiltshire Regiment, who 
| was shot in both ankles at the battle of 
Modder River, and is now an inmate of 
‘the Lambeth workhouse; and will he 
‘state why Mitchell was turned out of 
| Woolwich Hospital and compelled to seek 
shelter at a friend’s house in Lambeth ; 
and will hse inform the House what 
|arrangements have been made by the 
War Office for the reception, housing, and 
maintenance of private soldiers invalided 
home from South Africa, whether in con- 
sequence of being wounded or from other 
causes ; and whether any definite system 
of pensions has yet been fixed by the 
War Office for the widows of officers and 
men losing their lives during the South 
African campaign. 


Mr. MARKS (Tower Hamlets, st. 
George’s): I beg at the same time to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
the case of Private Mitchell, of the Wilt- 
‘shire Regiment, who was wounded in 
both legs at the battle of Modder River, 
and was recently discharged from Wool- 
wich Hospital because the hospital authori- 
ties wanted room, and subsequently 
admitted into the Lambeth workhouse 
infirmary in a weak state of health; 
whether the case has been reported to the 
War Office by the Lambeth guardians ; 
and what action, if any, the War Office 
intends to take in the case. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyNDHAM, 
Dover): There are over 7,000 beds re- 
served in the various military hospitals 
for private soldiers invalided from South 
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Africa. On reaching convalescence the 
soldier is transferred to a convalescent 
home. We have ample accommodation 
for the first stage of recovery in hospitals 
and for the second in homes. But many 
soldiers prefer to proceed on sick furlough 
to their friends. This is allowed when 
their health justifies it. They are, in that 
ease, provided with sufficient funds and 
with a printed statement for their guid- 
ance which contains this paragraph— 


“Soldiers on furlough who require medical 
aid shall apply for it to the nearest military 
station, When this is impracticable they ma 
apply toa civil practitioner, to whom they will 
daw this furlough paper, and who will be 
allowed to charge for attendance at the rate 
jaid down on Army Form O, 1667.” 


Arrangements had been made to send 
Private Mitchell to a convalescent home, 
but, at his own request, he was allowed 
to go on furlough to Croydon. On 
leaving hospital he received £7 17s. 6d. pay. 
Private Mitchell states that the people 
with whom he intended to stay had left 
Croydon. He accordingly proceeded to 
London, and, feeling ill, went to the 
Morley Hotel, 112, Lambeth Road. His 
health did not improve, and, when he had 
spent two days and two nights in bed, the 
manager sent for a doctor, who ordered 
his removal to the infirmary. A gentle- 
man at the hotel applied to the command- 
ing officer, St. George’s Barracks, for his 
removal to a military hospital. The reply 
did not arrive before his removal. He 
was accordingly visited in the infirmary 
and removed in a military ambulance to 
the Station Hospital in Rochester Row. 
I beg to thank the hon. Members who, by 
raising this question, have given me an 
opportunity of stating the facts at a 
length which will not, I hope, be con- 
sidered excessive in view of its import- 
ance. There has been much comment on 
this case, and I shall be obliged if the 
press will give equal publicity to the fact 
that civilians who find a soldier left 
stranded on their hands should apply to 
the nearest military authority, and not 
despatch him incontinently to a pauper 
institution. 


2xpD BATTALION WILTSHIRE VOLUN- 
TEERS—CASE OF JOHN KING. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE. 
| I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


(Wiltshire, Cricklade): I beg to ask the 
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which led on the 25th of May to the 


Questions. 


reduction of Sergeant John King, of the 


2nd battalion of the Wiltshire Regiment 
of Volunteers, to the ranks, and his dis- 
charge on the same day from the force on 


' account of his reduction to the ranks, and 
‘if he can inform the House by whose 


authority he was dismissed; if there is 
any appeal to the War Office from the 
above dismissal ; and if he is aware that 


Sergeant John King has been a member 
of his corps for twenty-five years and a 


non-commissioned officer for twenty years, 
and that he has on several occasions shot 


‘for England in rifle competitions and 


holds Her Majesty’s decoration for long 
service and good conduct. 


The following question on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper :— 


Dr. FARQUHARSON = (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): To ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether his attention 
has been directed to the recent reduction 
to the ranks and eventual dismissal of 
Sergeant John King from the Devizes 
detachment of the 2nd Wilts Rifle 
Volunteers in consequence of a speech 
made by him at the South Wroxall 
Liberal Club, in which he adversely 
criticised the policy of the Government 
in South Africa ; whether he is aware that 
Sergeant King was a member of the 
English twenty at Bisley and an alderman 
of the Wilts County Council; and, 
whether the Secretary of State for War 
will consider the revision of the sentence. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Sergeant King, 
whose service is correctly stated in the 
question, was reduced to the ranks for 
inefficiency, and was consequently dis- 
charged by the commanding officer of the 
battalion, both proceedings being in 
accordance with the Regulations and the 
Volunteer Act, which give such officer full 
powers both to reduce and discharge a 
Volunteer, subject only to the Queen’s 
pleasure. The case has been carefully 
considered, and the Secretary of State 
sees no reason for interfering with the 


lawful award of the commanding officer. 


VOLUNTEER CAMPS OF INSTRUCTION 
—OFFICERS’ COMMAND PAY. 


Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 


Under Secretary of State for War if he | for War whether his attention has been 


can inform the House of the reasons | called to the case of officers commanding 





619 Questions. 


regimental districts, under Army Order 
119 of this year, who when in command 
of Volunteer brigades at camps of 
instruction have their command pay as 
officers commanding such districts 
deducted from their field allowance, or 
acting staff pay, of one guinea, granted in 
accordance with such Order during the 
time they are in camp with their 
Volunteer brigades, and whether he can 
see his way to bring about the alteration 
of such Order so as at least to avoid such 
deduction. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Command pay is 
given for one duty and acting staff pay 
tor another. The same officer cannot 
receive both rates of pay, because he does 
not perform both duties. The command 
pay is given to the officer who takes com- 
mand of the district during the colonel’s 
absence. 


PROMOTIONS FROM THE RANKS. 

Si J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether commanding 
ofticers of units serving in South Africa 
have been asked to recommend for com- 
missions two non-commissioned officers 
from each battalion who shall be not over 
twenty-five years of age and unmarried ; 
and whether, seeing that these conditions 
may debar non-commissioned officers 
otherwise meritorious, including some 
who have commanded companies in action 
and have been mentioned in despatches 
for distinguished service, they may not 
be made subject to exceptions, and com- 
missions be granted in special cases at 
least with a view to departmental employ- 
ment. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: We know nothing 

of any such instructions. Lord Roberts 
was asked to recommend for commissions 
a few non-commissioned officers who 
had perfurmed good and _ meritorious 
service as apart from distinguished 
service in the field ; these were to be 
under thirty years of age and unmarried. 
No restrictions are imposed on recom- 
mendations for distinguished service in 
the field. 


BRIGADE SIGNALLING OFFICERS’ 
> r 


Mr. HUDSON (Hertfordshire, 


Hitchin): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
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tary of State for War whether, as the 
Divisional Signalling Officers in South 
Africa are drawirg extra or Staff Cap- 
tain’s pay, he will also increase the pay 
of the Brigade Signalling Officers on the 
_ Staff of the Brigade, especially those who 
‘have been engaged in Natal, where, 
owing to the nature of the country, 
signalling has been of such importance, 
any other method of communication. 
having been impossible. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: It has not been 
hitherto considered necessary to appoint. 
more than one staff officer for signalling in 
each division. It is possible that the expe- 
rience of the war may lead to a modifica- 
tion of this rule; we shall await the 
reports of the generals in the field. 


IMPERIAL PENNY POSTAGE—EXTEN- 
SION TO ORANGE RIVER COLONY 
AND THE TRANSVAAL. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Can- 
terbury): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he has extended 
the Imperial penny postage system to the 
Orange River Colony and the Transvaal, 
South Africa. 


THe FINANCIAL. SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnsvry, Pres- 
ton): The question of extending penny 
postage to the Orange River Colony was 
taken up by the Postmaster General im- 
mediately om the announcement of the 
annexation, and is now under con- 
sideration by Her Majesty’s Government. 
The question as to the South Africar 
Republie is scarcely yet ripe for dis- 
cussion. 


DECEASED OFFICERS’ WAR MEDALS. 

GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether, seeing that it is the 
custom to send to relatives of officers who 
have died on service in the field the 
‘medals to which these officers have 
become entitled by that service, he will 
explain why the Sudan Queen’s medal 
has been refused to an officer who lost 
‘his life in the 1896 campaign on the 
Nile. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: My hon. and 
gallant friend probably refers to the case 
of Captain Fenwick, of the Royal Sussex 
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Regiment, who died in the Dongola Ex-) *Mr. WYNDHAM: Another question 

pedition of 1896. For that expedition | raises that issue. In respect to bread 

no Queen’s medal was granted. _and meat the Volunteers were allowed to 

‘exercise the discretion they enjoyed 

SALISBURY PLAIN MAN(EUVRES— | before, but in respect of canteen stores 
COMMISSARIAT BREAKDOWN. | that was not always the case. 

Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W.R., | | Mise ‘ 
Rotherham): I beg to ask the Under . CAPTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.): 
Secretary of State for War whether his I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
attention has been called to the break- for War whether it has been brought to 
down of the commissariat of the Man-/ his notice that some of the Volunteer 
chester Volunteers on the occasion of battalions encamped on Salisbury Plain 
their recent encampment on Salisbury ate not permitted to make their own con- 
Plain, whereby the men were practically tracts and arrangements with reference to 
without bread for two days, receiving in Canteens, as in former years, and that 
substitution hard biscuits which required | Some are even compelled to deal exclu- 
a hammer to break them; and whether, | ively with the Canteen and Mess Co- 
in consequence of the general dissatis- | operative Society, Limited ; and whether 
faction of the men with their food arrange- | he will take steps to give to Volunteer 
ments, supplies were subsequently ob- battalions the same freedom of choice in 
tained from their friends at home; and, connection with this matter as heretofore. 
if 30, whether he can give the name of salt ‘ Re 
the officer responsible for this state of “Mr. WYNDHAM: For military 
things, and undertake that steps shall be | Teasons it was considered expedient to 
taken in future to avoid its recurrence. form a district contract for all. units 

encamping on Salisbury Plain. The 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: Three of the four board to select the tenders was composed 
hattalions of the Manchester Volunteer !0f one Regular, four Militia and four 
Brigade at Salisbury Plain did not em- Volunteer officers ; and two contractors, 
ploy the Government bread contractors, Viz» Messrs. Dickeson and Sons and the 
but made their own arrangements. The Canteen and Mess Co-operative Society, 
private contractors partly failed to carry , Were selected. 
out the supply, and 640Ib. of the biscuit 
ordinarily issued to the troops was sup- post OFFICE VOLUNTEERS—CAMP 
plied from the Government stores to LEAVE. 
~ pt. thereon HEM gray ih _CotoxeL =DALBIAC (Camberwell, 
950 miles distant, ' " a N.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
F mena aig Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, General, whether the same privileges can 
Chorley) : Does the hon. Gentleman wish be extended to the assistant postmen as 
the House to understand that the regi- to the other classes of Post Office 
ments which had to get their food employees in regard to leave, to enable 
through the War Office made no com- them to attend Volunteer camps during 
plaint ? That certainly is not the case. the present year. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: 1 did not mean’ Mr. HANBURY: The privilege of leave 
the House to understand that. It is NOt on full pay to attend Volunteer camps is 
in my power to give any such informa- confined to those officers whose whole time 
tion. The deficiency arose out of jg at the disposal of the Department, and 
private contracts entered into by Volun- the Postmaster General, I am informed, 
teer brigades this year as hitherto, and sees no reason for extending it to assistant 
not through any default on the part of | postmen and others who give only a 
the authorities. portion of their time and are not required 


Lord BALCARRES: Is it not the * 40 a full day's work. 
fact that the quartermasters of many of | 
the regiments were directed by the War ALDERSHOT MAN(EUVRES—HEAT 
Office as to whom they were to apply to CASUALTIES. 
for food, and that they were really not Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
given a free hand 4 Under Secretary of State for War if he 
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¢an state what action will be taken, by 
court-martial, by reprimand, or otherwise, 
to determine the responsibility for the 
Aldershot casualties, and to impose upon 
those found responsible any appropriate 
penalties ; and whether the contractors, 
if any, who failed to supply the troops 
with food will be struck off the lists in 
future, or otherwise dealt with in respect 
of their breach of contract. 


Questions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: As I have already 


{COMMONS} 
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| *Mr. WYNDHAM: This officer was 

appointed on the 15th December, 1899, 

|to command the Aldershot district. On 

the 22nd May he proceeded on sick leave, 
but he expects shortly to return to Alder- 
shot. The number of troops stationed 
there is 29,400. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: Is the same staff 

which had been considered sufficient for 

_a division of 15,000 men now considered 
sufficient for 29,000 ? 


explained to the House in the debate on | 


Army Estimates of the 19th inst.,+ the 
steps taken by the Commander-in-Chief 
are deemed sufficient. The civilians em- 
ployed had no contract with the Govern- 
ment. The question of their continued 
employment rests with the officer com- 


manding the corps concerned, who will | 


no doubt take proper notice of what 
occurred. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the men sent to hospital at 
Aldershot on account of illness caused by 
the heat on the 11th inst. are subjected 
to hospital stoppages, and whether the 
allotments to the families of such as are 
married will therefore cease ; and whether 
any pensions will be payable to the 
widows, if any, of those who died on that 


day. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The regulations 
admit of the full remission of the stoppage 
in such cases, the discretion rests entirely 
with the general officer in command. The 
separation allowance to the families will 
not cease. The question of pension will 
be referred to the Commissioners of the 
Patriotic Fund, who have control of the 
funds available for this purpose. 


GENERAL STAFF AT ALDERSHOT. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he can now state when the 
General commanding the troops at Alder. 
shot was appointed, and whether this 
general officer, who entered the Army in 
the year 1850, has been able to transact 
any business or be present at any field 
days late)y at Aldershot ; and if he will 


give the number of troops now stationed ' 


at Aldershot. 





+ See debate commencing at page 480 of 
this volume. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: That question 
‘hardly arises out of my answer. We 
‘have a sufficient staff. As my hon. friend 
knows, a great number of our general 
officers are in South Africa. 


VOLUNTEER CAMPS—MEDICAL 
OFFICERS. 

Mr. BILLSON (Halifax): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War if the Army Order relating to the 
payment of Volunteers in camp will limit 
the payment to medical officers to one 
such officer for each corps, so that when 
' a corps is entitled to two or more medical 
officers all but one will have to pay their 
own expenses; and, if so, why medical 
officers should be placed*in such a 
position. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Order allows 
pay for one medical officer in each unit, 
one additional for each brigade, and three 
for each bearer company. This is con- 
sidered sufficient. 


MACHYNLLETH RIFLE RANGE. 


CoLoNEL PRYCE-JONES = (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs): I beg to ask the 
| Under Secretary of State for War if he 
is aware that work on the Machynlleth 
| Rifle Range was suspended on 12th May 
‘last when near completion, although the 
range is urgently required ; and if he can 
say when sanction will be given for the 
_range to be completed. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Sanction has been 
given for the completion of the range. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON INDIAN 
EXPENDITURE. 
Sik WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 


| (Banffshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
_ of State for India whether, looking to the 
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625 Questions. 
use that is being made of Indian troops 
for Imperial purposes in South Africa and 
China, and looking also to the distressed 
condition of India, the Government will 
take into early consideration the recom- 
mendations of the Royal Commission on 
Indian Expenditure as to the apportion- 
ment of charge between India and the 
Imperial Exchequer. 


_Lorp G. HAMILTON: I agree with | 


the hon. Baronet that no time should be 
lost in coming toa decision on the recom- 
mendations of this Commission. I am 
already in communication with the 
Departments concerned, and I _ hope 
shortly to be able to conclude the whole 
matter. 


INDIAN FINANCIAL STATEMENT. 


Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if he will state at what date the 
explanatory memorandum of the Indian 
Financial Statement will be issued to 
Members ; and will the total figures be 
expressed in tens of rupees, so as to allow 
of comparison with previous statements. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The explana- 
tory memorandum is in the press, and 
will be issued to members as early as 
possible. The total figures will be ex- 
pressed in pounds, so as to allow of a 
comparison of the figures in the Estimates 
with those in the accounts. The figures 
in the return of net income and expendi- 
ture from 1888-9 to the present time, 
which has just been presented, have been 
re-cast, and shown in pounds, in order to 
facilitate a comparison of the accounts 
during that period. 


AFGHANISTAN—PROHIBITION OF 
TRADE WITH INDIA. 

Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether the Ameer of Cabul has forbidden 
the export of horses to and the import of 
salt from India ; and whether the Govern- 
ment of India has any means of checking 
such action on the part of a Prince who 
receives a subsidy from the Indian 
Treasury. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Govern- 
ment of India has received reports from 
its agents which seem to confirm the 
action imputed to the Ameer in the hon. 
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| Member’s question. As regards the 
second question, the hon. Member is 
aware that the Ameer is a sovereign who 
is independent in the conduct of his in- 
ternal administration. 


(Juestions. 


INDIAN MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. 
Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India if he can 
say what is now the total strength of the 
British and native troops withdrawn from 
the Indian establishment for service else- 
where, including the troops under orders 
for China; and whether the Government 
of India is taking any steps to supply the 
places of these troops. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The total 
strength of the British and native troops 
_ withdrawn from the Indian establishment 
for service elsewhere, including the troops 
under orders for China, is approximately 
16,000. We hope that the British troops 
now serving in South Africa will shortly 
return to India, but so far no steps have 
been taken to replace the native troops 
serving abroad. 


INDIAN BUDGET. 

Sirk WILLIAM WEDDERBURN : I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, looking to the Viceroy’s state- 
ment that the famine in India exceeds in 
intensity any previously recorded visita- 
tion, he will arrange for the Indian 

Budget to be brought forward at an early 
date. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 
E.) : The Indian Budget, I suppose, will be 
taken at the ordinary time. 


Mr. MACLEAN: Is there any special 
reason why the Indian Budget should be 
delayed until the last days of the session? 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, there is no 
special reason. 


TURKISH GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS 
—ENGLISH 'TTENDERERS. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT 
(Shetfield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he is aware that the 
tenders of an English firm for the repair 
and re armament of the Turkish fleet are 
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below those of the German firm of Krupp | 
and Co.; whether the contract is likely 
to be given to the German firm in conse- | 
quence of political pressure ; and whether | 
Her Majesty’s Ambassador at Constanti- | 
nople will be instructed to give support | 
to the desire of the Turkish Government : 
to decide this question on its financial , 
and technical merits. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY oF STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop-: 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford) : Her Majesty’s 
Government have no information to con- | 
firm the statement in the first paragraph. | 
They are informed that a contract has | 
been signed for the repair of eight 
Turkish ironclads by a firm at Genoa. It 
is stated that the armament is to be | 
supplied by Messrs. Krupp. Her Majesty’s 
Ambassador at Constantinople has already 
brought the claim of a British firm to the 
notice of the Sultan, and His Excellency 
has since been authorised to express the 
hope that British firms may receive a fair 
share in the orders for war material given 
by the Turkish Government. 


RAILWAYS IN ASIA MINOR—RUSSIAN 
CONCESSIONS. 

Sik E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether an Imperial 
Iradé has been issued by the Sultan 
giving to Russian subjects the sole right 
of constructing railways in a large portion 
of Asia Minor fronting she -Black Sea ; 
and, if so, whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have made any protest against this 
monopoly and new sphere of interest, the 
practical effect of which will be to prevent 
the industrial development of Asia Minor. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Her Majesty’s. 
Government urderstand that an arrange- 
ment sanctioned by Imperial Iradé has 
been arrived at between Turkey and 
Russia by which the Turkish Govern- 
ment reserve to themselves the right to 
construct railways in the North of Asia 
Minor, and in case they do not make the 
railways themselves they undertake to 
grant the exclusive right of construction 
to Russian subjects on the same terms as 
the concession of the Anatolian Railways 
to the Germans. Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have no official cognisance of this 
arrangement, and no protest has been 
made against it. 
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Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: Will 
the Government protest when they get 
the official information ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


CHINA — ANTI - FOREIGN DISTURB. 
ANCES — RECENT OPERATIONS— 
TIENTSIN AND PEKING. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he has received any further 
information relating to the safety of 
British subjects in Peking and the pro- 
gress of the relieving force. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I regret to say we 
have no authentic information. Our last 
communication from Sir Claude Mae- 
Donald is nine days old. The Admiral’s 
force when last heard of seven days ago 
was between thirty and forty miles north- 
west of Tientsin and the same distance 
from Peking. Tientsin, which is thirty 
miles from Ta-ku, is now cut off from 


_Ta-ku, and telegraphic messages from the 


latter place have to be conveyed by 


| steamer to Chefu, a distance of about 


250 miles. The latest news we have is 
a despatch from Rear-Admiral Bruce, 
which is as follows— 


“ Ta-ku, via Chefoo, 2lst June.—There has 
been no communication from the Commander- 
in-Chief fur seven days nor with Tientsin for 
five days. Allies hold Ta-ku forts and Tong-ku 
securely, and they will advance for the relief 
of Tientsin when in sufficient strength. Troops. 
are expected from Hong Kong to-morrow, and 
300 from Wei-hai-wei the day after to-morrow. 
It is believed that fighting is constantly going. 
on round Tientsin. Our garrison there should 
be about 3,000 men. Following proclamation 
was agreed to this morning to be issued at 
once: ‘The admirals and senior naval officers 
of the allied Powers in China desire to make 
known to all Viceroys and authorities of the 
coasts and rivers, cities, and provinces of China 
that they intend to use armed force only 
against Boxers and people who oppose them on 
their march to Peking for the rescue of their 
fellow-countrymen.’” 


COMMAND OF THE BRITISH FORCES 
IN CHINA — CO-OPERATION _ OF 


. 


JAPAN WITH THE EUROPEAN 
POWERS. 
Sm E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 


beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
the foilowing question, of which I have 
iven private notice:—Whether Her 


Majesty’s Government propose to appoint 
officer to 


a general command Her 
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Majesty’s forces on land in China, and | the distinction between temporary and 
whether the alleged accord between the | permanent suspensions, no hard and fast 
European Powers as regards the dis- line can be drawn between the cases in 
turbances in China also includes Japan. | which exclusion from the dangerous pro- 
| cesses will in the end be permanent, and 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Admiral | those in which it will not. But on this 
on the station has been given full powers | point also I hope to be able to give some 
to act in the existing difficulty. It isnot | details. My rmght hon. friend the Under 
possible at present to state what future Secretary of State will give notice of the 
arfangements will be made. The reply Return this afternoon. 
to the second part of my hon. friend’s | 
question is in the affirmative. | CLERK OF THE PEACE FOR 
STAFFORDSHIRE. 


*Sir. J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): | 
As it has just been announced that; Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : | 


military forces are going out to China, beg to ask the President of the Local 
is it proposed to place them under the Government Board whether he is aware 
command of the Admiral? that the salary of the Clerk of the Peace 
of the County of Stafford has been in- 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not creased from £1,500 a year to £2,500 a 
possible to answer that question at | year, with an allowance of £1,500 a year 
present. ‘for clerks, although certain areas of the 
/county have been removed from the 
/county council by the creation of county 


FRENCH CONCESSION AT SHANGHAL. | boroughs, and whether such increased 
Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : | salary and allowance have received the 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | sanction of the Local Government Board. 
for Foreign Affairs whether all the cor- | 
respondence relative to the concession to | *Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: Perhaps I 
France at Shanghai has been published. | may be allowed to answer that in 1896, 
/under the special circumstances of this 
*Mr. BRODRICK: The Papers pre-| case, I sanctioned a salary of £2,000, 
sented included all the correspondence | with £1,500 allowance for oftice expenses, 
which was material to the issue, and|the amount to be reconsidered on the 
which could properly be published. ‘occasion of a vacancy. Since then no 
| recommendation has been made to me. 


| 

eT ae eee 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- | office allowed to continue his private 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the | practice ? 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- | 
nent if a Return can be granted showing! *Srr M. WHITE RIDLEY: I do not 
the number of cases of lead poisoning in| remember as to that. I only know that 
the different branches of china and | under the special circumstances of this 
earthenware manufacture, so as to dis- | case I sanctioned this office allowance. 
tinguish between the decorative branches | 


and those concerned with dipping, ware-| it ue boise 
cleaning, et¢., and a Return showing for | TEACHERS’ SUPERANNUATION | IN 


recent months the number of temporary Ld page SLANES AnD THE 


suspensions of workers in china and R rye 4 
earthenware, and the number of per-| Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) : 
manent suspensions. I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he is now in a 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For| position, consequent upon negotiations 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. | with the authorities in the Isle of Man 
Wuire Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) ; | and the Channel Islands, to introduce a 
I think it will be possible to grant a/ Bill to extend the superannuation of 
Return giving most of the information | teachers to the teachers in those islands ; 
asked for by the right hen. Baronet in | and, if so, at what date he hopes to intro- 
the first part of his question. As regards | duce the Bill. 

















631 Questions. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have a 


draft of a Bill in this direction very nearly 


settled. It will be, 1 have every reason to 
believe, a non-controversial Bill, and I will 
consult my right hon. friend the Leader 
of the House with a view to seeing when 
it can be introduced. 


WOKKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT— 
MEDICAL EXAMINATIONS. 

Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if, under Clause 
11 of the First Schedule of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1897, a work- 
man is entitled to submit himself for 
examination by the qualified medical 
practitioner appointed for the district in 
which he resides by the Secretary of 
State, when the medical practitioner ap- 
pointed by his employer has given a cer- 
tificate upon his condition with which he 
is not satisfied, although the case has not 
heen before a committee, arbitrator or 
judge, in consequence of the employer 
and the workman having previously agreed 
to pay and receive a fixed weekly sum as 
compensation. 


*Sirn M. WHITE RIDLEY: The pro- 
visions of paragraph 11 of the First 
Schedule to the Workmen’s Compensa- 
tion Act apply to any workman “re- 
ceiving weekly payments under the Act.” 
Whether any particular case of agree- 
ment is “under the Act” is a question 
which can only be decided authoritatively 
on the facts of the case by a court of law, 
and I am unable to express an opinion on 
it in general terms. 


SCOTTISH TRAINING COLLEGES. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether 
the attention of the Education Depart- 
ment has been called to the inadequacy 
of the number of students in the training 


colleges (especially in the western division) | 


to meet the increasing demand for 
teachers owing to the growth of the 
number of children attending schools, 
and the reduction of the size of classes 


enjoined by the Code; and whether the | 
Department will consider the necessity of | 
taking measures to increase the number | 


oi adequately trained teachers. 


{COMMONS} 
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to the question of the hon, Member, I 
have to state that the Department has, 
from time to time, received representa- 
tions to the effect that the supply of 
trained teachers is not sufficient. The 
relation between supply and demand is at 
all times a difficult one, influenced as it 
must be by various circumstances. It 
must be remembered that the training 
colleges are not the only source from 
which the supply of trained teachers may 
be recruited ; but the Department is pre- 
pared to consider any proposals for main- 
taining the adequacy of that supply. 


Mr. CROMBIE: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the attention of the 
Education Department has been called to 
the dissatisfaction felt by Queen’s 
Scholarship candidates who duly qualify 
but are refused admission to the training 
colleges in order to give place to candi- 
dates entering without examination under 
Article 70 (d) 6, and 95 (a) 2; and 
whether the Department will either give 
a preference to Queen’s Scholar candidates 
or impose some further competitive test 
on the other classes of candidates referred 
to. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM, MURRAY: 
Candidates for admission to training 
colleges may qualify either by the Queen’s 
Scholarship examination or by the 
Leaving Certificate examination. The 
question as to which examination pro- 


duces the most promising class of student 


is one which can be settled only by ex- 
perience, and the Department is not pre- 
pared to interfere with the discretion of 
the training college authorities in this 
respect, or to impose any further com- 
petitive test upon either class, 


SLOUGH RAILWAY ACCIDENT. 

Sirk MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he has received any official in- 
formation regarding the railway accident 
which took place at Slough Station on 
Saturday last; whether the information 
tends to show that the accident resulted 
from an unusually large number of trains 
being put upon the lines for the con- 
venience of visitors to the Windsor races ; 
and whether he will give instructions for 


‘this point being thoroughly sifted in the 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. | course of the Board of Trade inquiry into. 


GRAHAM Mcrray, Buteshire): In reply 


: the causes of the accident. 
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THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD oF | Sheffield and Newcastle, through the mis- 
TRADE (Mr. Rircute, Croydon): Yes, | direction and delay in forwarding num- 
Sir; the Board of Trade received an | bers of London letters, and will he 
official report of the accident, and an in- consult some leading men of business in 
specting officer is engaged in holding an | commercial circles before he deprives 


inquiry. 


I understand from that cflicer the public of posting facilities hitherto 


that it is unlikely that the number of enjoyed. 


trains had anything to do with the acci- 
dent, but he will no doubt bear the hon. 


Member's point in mind during the | 
| Treasury, as representing the Postmaster: 


investigation. 


LIVERPOOL CENSUS RETURNS. 
sin JOHN WILLOX (Liverpool, 


Everton): I beg to ask the Secretary to | 


the Treasury whether his attention has 
heen drawn to the last report of the 
medical officer of health for the city of 
Liverpool, in which allegations are made 
of the inaccuracy and unreliability of the 
census returns of the last census, and the 
consequent errors in the calculation of 
the mortality averages for the decennial 
period ; and, whether measures will be 
adopted to ensure greater correctness in 
taking the next census by the employ- 
ment of more competent enumerators or 
otherwise. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Cuartin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): The question of 
my hon. friend appears to be founded on 
a misapprehension. No allegations are 
made in the report referred to of the in- 
accuracy and unreliability of the Census 
returns. The medical officer appeared 
to have been referring to the estimates 
of population in the years between 1881 
and 1891. These estimates were based 
on the increase in population in the ten 
years between 1871 and 1881, and the 
result of the last Census showed that in 
the case of Liverpool the rate of increase 
had not been maintained. There appears, 
however, to be no reason to suppose that 
the Census returns themselves were in- 
accurate. 


G.P.0.—TRANSFER TO MOUNT PLEA- 
SANT—POSTAL RE-ARRANGEMENTS, 
DELAYS, Etc. 


to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 


as representing the Postmaster General, | 


if he will state who is responsible 


for the delay caused to the merchants 
men of 
this 


and 
and 


business 
cities in 


great towns 


country, notably 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) : I beg also to ask the Secretary to the 


General, if he is aware that many letters 
posted in London before 6 p.m. on Monday,. 
18th June, were not delivered in Sheffield 
on the following day, and will he explain 
the delay, and whether the causes of it 
were foreseen at the Post Office, and why 


no intimation of possible delay was given 
| to the public beforehand. 


\of the 


Mr. HANBURY : As the hon. Member 
is no doubt aware, owing to the want of 
space at St. Martin’s-le-Grand, the provin- 
cial despatching work formerly done there 
has had to be transferred to a new office 
in the Farringdon Road, part of the site 
Coldbath Fields Prison. The 


transfer of a force of 2,500 men to new 


| surroundings was naturally attended with 


‘of the 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg 


some temporary disadvantage to the work, 
and on this account the correspondence 
could not be dealt with altogether as ex- 
peditiously as under normal conditions. 
The Postmaster General regrets that any 
inconvenience should have been caused to 
the public in carrying out this change, 
and he begs to assure the hon. Member 
that every effort is being used to restore 


the regular working of the service at the 


earliest possible time. 


Mr. MADDISON: Can you answer 
the latter part of my question ? 


Mr. HANBURY: 
that. 


I cannot answer 


BRITISH MUSEUM--ANNUAL RETURN. 


Sir HENRY HOWORTH (Salford, S.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury whether he can expedite the printing 
Annual Return of the British 
Museum, which was laid upon the Table 
of the House early in the session, and has 
not yet been delivered to Members. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Annual Return 
for 1899, finally revised for press by the 
authorities of the British Museum, was. 
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sent to the Treasury on 12th June, and 
forwarded to the printers on 14th June. 


The Report will be delivered on Monday | pe 


next, the 25th. 


IRISH GOLD ORNAMENTS—TREASURE 
TROVE. 


Mr. J. MORLEY (Montrose tag | 


I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury, having regard to the announcement 
to the Trustees of the British Museum 
by the Government of their intention to 
take proceedings with a view to a judicial 
decision on the title of the Museum to 
the recently acquired Irish gold orna- 
ments, whether he will lay upon the Table 
the correspondence on the subject between 
the Treasury and the Trustees of the 
Museum, as well as the Report of the 
Departmental Committee presided over 
by Lord Rathmore. 


Mr. HANBURY (for Mr. A. J. BAL- 
FOUR) : The correspondence is voluminous, 
and contains moreover the Law Officers’ 
opinions, which it would be contrary to 
established practice to lay before Parlia- 
ment. I propose, however, to present a 
summary in some detail of what has passed 
between the Treasury and the Trustees, 
but before doing so I shall submit such 
summary to the Trustees in order to 
ascertain whether it is in their judgment 
a fair representation of the case. The 
report of the Departmental Committee 
was presented to Parliament last year. 


Mr. STANLEY LEIGHTON (Shrop- 
shire, Oswestry): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman add to the Return a copy of 
any regulatious or minutes issued by the 
Treasury in respect of treasure trove 
since the passing of the Act of 1837, and 
also a note of legal proceedings, if any, 
which have since been instituted for the 
recovery of treasure trove. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I must see the 
documents before I can promise to lay 
them on the Table. Perhaps my hon. 
friend will put his question on the Paper. 


KILLYLEA NATIONAL SCHOOL. 


Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will 
explain why the teaching staff of the 
Killylea National School, county Armagh, 


{COMMONS} 


| on Trade, ete., have leave to sit this day 
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| which has been connected with the Board 

of National Education in Ireland for a 
riod of seventeen years ending March 
31st, 1900, have only received results 
fees for sixteen years ; and whether any 
arrangement is being made to pay the 
one year’s fees yet due. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Ba.rour, Leeds, 
Central): Results fees, as such, are not 
payable after the Ist of April, 1900; 
but teachers who taught under the re- 
sults system up to the end of last 
financial year will receive an equivalent 
for such fees, based on the average pay- 
ments for the last three years. The 
‘mode of payment is at present under 
consideration. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): Will the right hon. 
Gentleman say what will be the course 
of business next week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The first 
business on Monday will be the Report 
stage of the Australian Commonwealth 
Bill, and this will be followed by the 
Housing of the Working Classes Bill in 
Committee. I am not so sanguine as to 
suppose that we shall finish the latter Bill 
on Monday, and if we do not the pro- 
ceedings on it will be continued on Tues- 
day. The Companies Bill will be intro- 
duced on Tuesday if the Housing of the 
Working Classes Bill is finished. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): And when will the Irish Tithe Rent- 
Charge Bill be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Thursday. 
Mr. BROADHURST _ (Leicester): 


When will you take the Second Reading 
of the Factories and Workshops Bill 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
|I have given all the information in my 
| power about business. 


STANDING ee ON TRADE, 


| 
| Ordered, That the Standing Committee 
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till Four o’clock during the Sitting of the 
House.—(Mr. Laurence Hardy.) 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Trade, etc., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 226.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
226.] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Com- 
mittee), to be considered upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 258.] 


NEW BILLS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND). 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, | 
Central): The object of the Bill I have 
to introduce is to amend certain details | 
in the Local Government (Ireland) Act, | 
1898, in respect of which difficulties of | 
working have cropped up. No useful | 
purpose would be served by my going | 
into those details, but I hope and believe 
the Bill will be found to be non- | 
contentious. 


Bill to amend Sections 42, 51, 54, 56, | 
57, 69, 103, 115, and 121 of The Local 
Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, and 
Articles 19, 24, and 36 of the Schedule 
to The Local Government (Application 
of Enactments) Order, 1898, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and | 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) | 
BILL. 

“To amend Sections 42, 51, 54, 56, 57, | 

69, 103, 115, and 121 of The Local | 

Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, and | 

Articles 19, 24, and 36 of the Schedule | 


to The Local Government (Application of | 5 


Enactments) Order, 1898,” presented, | 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 


be printed. [Bill 259.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT IRELAND 
(No. 2). 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: At the pre- 
sent time the procedure of Councils in | 
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Ireland cannot be altered except by Act 
of Parliament. We think it desirable to 
introduce an easier process and to pro- 
| vide for greater elasticity, and this Bill 
| consequently proposes to enable it to be 
| done by Provisional Order instead of by 
| Act of Parliament. 

| Bill to provide for the alteration of the 
| Local Government (Procedure of Coun- 
_cils) Order, 1899, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. 
| Attorney General for Ireland. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
(No. 2) BILL. 

“To provide for the alteration of the 
Local Government (Procedure of Coun- 
cils) Order, 1899,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. 
(Bill 260.] 





POOR RELIEF (IRELAND). 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This, my 
third Bill, is intended to enable guardians 
or unions in Ireland to send children to 
schools or institutions not situated in 
those unions, and also to enable them in 
certain cases to exceed the limit of land 
now allowed to be set apart for the 
erection of labourers’ cottages. 


Bill to amend the Poor Relief (Ireland) 
Acts, 1838 to 1892, with respect to relief 
given by the maintenance of lunatics and 
children, and with respect to the quantity 
of land which may be acquired under 
those Acts, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Gerald Balfour and Mr. Attorney 
General for Ireland. 


POOR RELIEF ([RELAND) BILL. 


“To amend the Poor Relief (Ireland) 
Acts, 1838 to 1892, with respect to relief 
given by the maintenance of lunatics and 
children, and with respect to the quantity 
of land which may be acquired under 
those Acts,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 


« . 


COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA 
CONSTITUTION BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowTHEr (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Z 
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Clause 5 :— 


Amendment again proposed— 


“In page 2, line 14, to leave out from the 
word ‘ Notwithstanding,’ to the word ‘State,’ 
in line 18, both inclusive.”—(J/r. Secretary 
Chamberlain.) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.) : I have to ask the per- 
mission of the House to make a correc- 
tion of a statement which I made on 
Monday last in dealing with this Amend- 
ment. I then said, or I am reported to 
have said, that I had received no official 
communication from the Government of 
the four States of Australia in reference 
to the proceedings which had taken place 
since the introduction of this Bill, and 
that, up to the present, I was not officially 
made aware of the opinions of tke 
Governments of the four States. I find 
that that was a mistake. It would have 
been more correct to say that I had no 
public official statement, but Ihave been re- 
minded by my hon. friend Mr. Barton of 
a matter which escaped my memory at the 
time—namely, that after the first arrange- 
ment was come to with the delegates I re- 
ceived on 25th May from the Government 
of New South Wales a telegram, which I 
thought then was confidential but which 
I am now told was not intended to be 
confidential, to the effect that the Prime 
Ministers of the four States of Victoria, 
New South Wales, Tasmania, and South 
Australia agreed to the arrangement 
which had been come to between the 
delegates and myself. I desire to state 
this, because the previous statement 
might have led toa misunderstanding and 
to the supposition that the delegates were 
acting without the authority of their 
Governments. Of course, I did not in the 
least intend to convey that; but I admit 
that my words were open to that con- 
struction, and I have to apologise to the 
Committee and to the delegates for the 
slip. 
relevance to the present Amendment. 
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}regard to the new arrangement which 
‘had been come to. At that time I had 
no complete account of their opinions. | 
have since received telegrams which I 
think I had better read to the Committee, 
The first is from Lord Beauchamp, New 
‘South Wales, received 20th June :— 


“The Premier informs me that Victoria, 
Tasmania, and Queensland agree to the com- 
promise in connection with Clause 74. New 
South Wales Parliament, now sitting, has 
poe ocr wish that altered clause should’ be: 
submitted to it.” 


The next is a telegram from Lord Tenny- 
son, South Australia, dated 20th June— 


“ Ministers reply as follows to your telegram 
19th June :—They do not think that any difti- 
culty will be caused if Imperial Parliament 
resolves to amend Bill as now proposed.” 


Lord Gormanston sent a telegram on 
19th June as follows— 


‘“* Your telegram of 16tli June received. My 
Government are quite satisfied with the clause: 
set forth therein as the best under all the cir- 
cumstances of the case.”” 


With regard to Queensland, I have re- 
ceived a letter from Mr: Dickson, dated 
19th June, in which he says— 


“Sir,—Referring to my letter of the Lith 
inst. and to our later interview of Saturday 
afternoon, I now beg to infoym you that I 
have since received from my Government the 
following cablegrain:—‘ Full text of new 
Clause 74 sent through Tennyson: to Aus- 
tralian Governors received. Consider it great 
improvement on previous Amendment, and 
request you will not offer any objection: to: it.’ 
Consequently I will now accept on behalf of 
the Government of Queensland the new Clause 
74 as presented to the House of Commons 
yesterday, and trust it may be passed un- 
altered. I desire, however,.to record on behalf 
| of my Government and of myself that we 
| should have greatly preferred to have had the 
Bill as introdueed by you passed without 
Amendment. May I suggest that furtner 
consideration be directed to the bearing of the 
words ‘ final and conclusive’ in Clause 73, page 
16, lines 27-28, in connection with new Clause 
74? L[capnet conclude without expressing to 
you my gratitude for the clear, straightforward 
manner in which you placed my attitude 
before Parliament in your speech ot yesterday 
evening, and tendering you, on behalf of the 
Government of Queensland, our fullest ap- 
preciation of the great patience, care, and 
ou have endeavoured 
successfully to reconcile views at first sight 
irreconcilable ; trusting also that these long 


When we adjourned on the last occasion I | negotiations may now be considered as satis- 
had informed the Committee that I had jactorily concluded.” 

communicated with the Governments of | 

the different colonies in order to ascertain, | Lastly, I received from the officer con- 


if possible, what their views were with | cerned in administering the government, 
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of Victoria a telegram dated the 21st of 
June, as follows— 


“Ministers entirely approve clause now 
offered, and I am desired by them to convey 
their cordial thanks to you for your great 
trouble and kindly interest in our Australian 
matters, and to express our congratulations to 
you re: having arrived at a successful settle- 
ment. 


Now I think I may say that I have very 


great satisfaction in once more pressing . 


for the Amendment which has been laid 
before the Committee. I do not myself 
regret in the least the time that has been 
spent in what I have heard described in 
some quarters as “muddling negotiations,” 
but which have resulted in bringing 
absolutely into line the colony of Queens- 
land, which was in favour of plenary 
appeal, and the colony of South Australia 
as representing the extreme views with 
regard to the restriction of the right of 
appeal. So far as four out of five of the 
federated States are concerned, the pro- 
posed arrangement has been accepted by 
all the delegates, thoroughly and cordially 
accepted. So far as New South Wales 
is concerned, we have still to wait for 
an expression of opinion on behalf 
of that colony, but in any case 
four out of five of the colonies 
have expressed their opinion, and, if I 
may venture to advise the Committee on 
the subject, I should say that, looking at 
the reports we have received from non- 
official sources, there can be very little 
doubt that they are equally acceptable to 
the vast majority of the people of New 
South Wales. They are equally 
acceptable to Her Majesty’s Government. 
By this arrangement we have obtained 
everything for which we thought it our 
duty to contend, speaking on behalf of 
Imperial interests that are non-Australian. 
Ihave to repeat, after the most careful 
consideration, that we have secured in 
connection with the Australian federation 
precisely the same powers and rights of 
appeal which exist in the case of the 
great Dominion of Canada, with this 
wifling exception, which I am almost 
inclined to think is an improvement, 
that in certain rare cases the leave to 
appeal will be granted by the High 
Court in Australia, and not by the 
Privy Council. I have said that I 
think that that may possibly be an im- 
provement, for this reason—that where 
the leave to appeal is to be given by the 


Privy Coxncil it involves two applications | 


{21 June 1900} 
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‘including those of New Zealand. 
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to that body, which necessitates two sets 


of costs. The appellant has first to 
ask for leave; and, leave having 
been given, the merits of the case 
have to be tried. In this case 


| leave will be settled by the local Court 


without the necessity of appealing. This 
Court, I imagine, will be considerably 
less expensive, and only the merits of the 
case will be tried by the Privy Council. 
I do not think I need refer to anything 
else except to say this—that my hon. and 
learned friend the Member for Hadding- 
tonshire took me by surprise, in fact he 
astounded me, when he endeavoured to 
put forward the argument that either of 
these arrangements which we have recom- 
mended to the Committee as distinct from 
the original proposals of the Bill was 
really more restrictive of the right of 
appeal than the original Bill. I do not 
intend to argue with my hon. and 
learned friend, but what I have to say 
perfectly clearly is that the whole of 
Australia differs from him. Queensland — 
which, as I have said, was in favour of the 
and the other 
colonies are in favour of a restricted right 
of appeal, but all of them have accepted 
the arrangement with the understanding 
that it very much enlarges the right of 
appeal which was conceded by the original 
Bill, and apparently they are now satis- 
fied to accept the arrangement proposed 
by Her Majesty’s Government as being in 
the interest of Australia as well as in the 
interests of this country. 





*Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : I 
wish to make one or two observations in 
reference to what has fallen from the 
right hon. Gentleman. It is quite true, 
as he said, that the Australian colonies 
have accepted this arrangement, but our 
contention was not in relation to any- 
thing which the Australian colonies were 
fighting for; our contention was that 
that should be preserved which the Aus- 
tralian colonies had already conceded. 
Our point was made in the interests of 
the Queen’s dominions outside Australia, 
The 
right hon. Gentleman was no doubt 
correct when he said that he had satisfied 
the Australian colonies with this clause. 
He has done so ; but these colonies have 
been willing to concede something more 
than the right hon. Gentleman has got- 
namely, that where the interests of some- 
one else outside themselves were in ques- 


Z 2 
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tion the validity of those interests should | Council may not be taken away, diminished, 


be subject to appeal to the Privy Council. | 


The right hon. Gentleman has said he 
has obtained everything which the Cana- 
dian Constitution gives with a trifling ex- 
ception. What is that trifling exception ? 
It is that there can be no appeal whatever 
to the Privy Council, except with the 
leave of the new High Court of Australia. 
Something like that question arose when 
the Canadian Constitution was under con- 
sideration, and the Canadian Supreme 
Court showed a tendency to take the view 
that it was the proper court to dispose of 
all questions of constitutional controversy, 
and that the Privy Council was not the 
place to appeal to. The Supreme Court of 
Canada conceived that its decisions should 
lay down the law finally as to questions 
arising between the Dominion and the pro- 
vinces. What would have been the position 
of the provinces to-day if it had been left 
to the Supreme Court of Canada to say 


| or left inany doubt whatever. 


| “T have, therefore, the honour to ask that 
| her Majesty’s Government may be pleased—if 
| the point before referred to seems, on reflec- 
tion, to admit of doubt—to insert in the clause 
such language as may put the matter beyond 
| the possibility of controversy. 


| “My Government confidently believes that 
| it is nst the intention of the right hon. the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies to allow 
the existing rights of any of Her Majesty’s 
| subjects outside the propose Commonwealth 
| to be impaired or abridged. 

| “The Australians themselves have never 
| set up any claim to do this, and the request 
| of the New Zealand Government would, there- 
| fore, seem to be in accordance with the 
| manifest wishes of al] parties. 

“T am, ete., 

| “W. P. REEVEs.” 
That seems to represent the exact posi- 
tion, and reference to the Bill will show 
that in many respects the interests of 


New Zealand are likely to be vitally 


wi re s ‘ 
hether or not there should be an appeal? | 5 cted in the matter of trade, commerce, 


Does anyone imagine they would ever | . 
) 5 J | fisheries, etc. 


have got leave to appeal? I take it the | 
Supreme Court, taking the view that it. 
was properly the final court of appeal, 
would have refused leave. We do not | 
want to run that risk here. The right. 
hon. Gentleman talks of having settled 


What objection can there 
possibly be to introducing this safeguard ! 
Why not add words to the end of Clause 
74—-words which will restore the position 
of things before the unfortunate Amend- 
ment was made? To make the position 
of New Zealand clear I propose, when we 


: 5g ; 
with the Australian colonies, but there come to Clause 74, to move to add words 


are other places to be dealt with besides | 
the Australian colonies ; New Zealand, for 

instance, which has large interests in this 

matter. The following letter, dated 19th 

June, 1900, deals with this matter. It 

was addressed to the Under Secretary for | 
the Colonies by the Agent General of 

New Zealand. 


“ Sir,—I have the honour to further address 
you on the subject of the Commonwealth of 
Australia Constitution Act. 


“T have not had the opportunity of — 
any authenticated copy of the Amendment of 
Clause 74 which it is now proposed to insert in 
the Bill. Assuming, however, that the version 
published in Zhe Times newspaper of this 
morning is correct, it appears to me that under 
it the position of outside States which may 
become involved in litigation with the Com- 


monwealth or one of its provinces is open to | 


doubt. I have read with attention the speech 
of the Attorney General, Sir Robert Finlay, 
but there seems to be at least a difference ot 
opinion as to whether the right of appeal to 
the Privy Council may not be taken away in 
cases which involve at once the constitutional 
position of the Commonwealth in regard to its 
provinces and also the interests of some outside 
community. It is the earnest desire and 
request of the New Zealand Government that 
the present rights which our colony and 
colonists enjoy of appealing to the Privy 


Mr. Haldane. 


to provide that with respect to any 
question affecting the public interest 
of any part of the Queen’s dominions 
outside the Commonwealth, the Privy 
Council may give leave to appeal. 
That seems to me to be most important, 
because New Zealand will not have any 
representative in the first instance at all 
in the High Court, certainly not before 
federation, and it would undoubtedly 
revent the friction which did arise in the 
case of Canada. I can see no possible 
reason why the right hon. Gentleman 
should not, at any rate, consider these 
words, thereby giving that reasonable 
satisfaction to the people of New Zealand 
to which they are entitled. 


| Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): May I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
| man whether Western Australia has been 
considered 2 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, Sir, I 
have communicated with Western Aus- 
tralia. It must be borne in mind that in 
the first instance we can only recognise 
directly the federating States. The 
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opinion of others interested is important, 
but we cannot guide our decision by those 
outside the Commonwealth. I have re- 
ceived the following communication from 
the officer administrating the government 
of Western Australia (received June 
20th)— 


“Ministers of opinion last proposal as to 
appeal of Privy Coucil prefesabie to proposal 
to allow Executive Government decide ques- 
tion. But Ministers strongly of opinion appeal 
from High Court should be by right and not 
by permission. Ministers thin Federal Par- 
liament should not have power to limit matters 
of appeal anu that it should be made quite 
clear that existing right of appeal to Privy 
Council is maintained. 


That is to say, Western Australia, like 
Queensland, and perhaps others who have 
not been communicated with in this 
matter, is in favour of my original pro- 
posal; but the arrangement which we 
have come to, and by which all are 
brought into line, is accepted. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I am sure 
both sides of the House will receive with a 
great deal of satisfaction the announce- 
ment made by the right hon. Gentleman 
that this prolonged quarrel has been now 
brought to a close, and that we may pass 
the Bill with the assurance that it will be 
satisfactory to the people of Australia. 


The right hon. Gentleman says that the | 
delegates are satisfied with his latest | 
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of cases with regard to the French shore 
of Newfoundland. No one would suggest 
that a question of that sort should be 
referred to the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council. It is always a matter for 
negotiations between the French and 
British Governments. I think that this 
right of appeal will very soon, under the 
Act, fall into disuse, and I am perfectly 
convinced that that is the best thing which 
can happen to it. 


*Srr WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 
versity): I have very great diffidence in 
| rising to attempt to controvert the argu- 
‘ments of the hon. and learned Gentleman 
|the Member for Haddingtonshire. I 
‘think, however, that the hon. and learned 
{Gentleman has not sufficiently dis- 
| tinguished between the character of the 
| constitution proposed in this Bill and the 
| Canadian constitution. In the latter the 
| Dominion and Provincial Legislatures 
'have mutually exclusive powers of 
legislation. Here each State in the 
|Commonwealth will, have the fullest 
| powers of legislation, affected only by the 
Colonial Laws Validity Act and the power 
|of reservation and the ultimate power of 
| disallowance. The Commonwealth will 
| have limited powers of legislation, and 
'therefore there can be no question of 
difficulty as to the limits inter se of the 
constitutional powers of the Common- 
wealth and the States. 





arrangement, and he also says that it is” 


perfectly satisfactory to Her Majesty’s | 


Government. I am rather strprised about 


that latter statement, because it seems to | 


me that the right of appeal with the 
restrictions imposed by the present Act 
will become quite illusory. 
to this country have been very few, and 
not on matters of public interest to 
Australia. They will become fewer and 


more rare in the future, and in the natural | 
course of things they will disappear | 
There are very few cases at 

all likely to come to this country which | 
_an Imperial one. 


altogether. 


are of interest to the public of Australia. 
It is said that certain questions affecting 
foreign affairs may be brought up 
and referred to the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy Council — appeals, for 
instance, in regard to New Caledonia and 
the islands possessed by Germany—but 
questions of that kind would never come 
into court. They would be brought to 
the notice of the Executive Government 
of the day. 


The appeals | 


Mr. HALDANE: Will the hon. 
Gentleman permit me? He has over 
looked Clause 109, which states that 
when the law of the State is inconsistent 
with the law of the Commonwealth, the 
latter should prevail. 


_ *Str WILLIAM ANSON: I have not 
overlooked that clause. As long as the 
Commonwealth Parliament does not 
exceed its powers its legislation would 
countervail any legislation of a State ; if it 
exceeds those powers the question becomes 
I venture to think that 
difficulties are not likely to arise in matters 
of legislation, but rather in matters of 
executive action, and it is in that direc- 
tion we have to look mainly, if not 
entirely, for the questions which may 
come to be decided, as between the 
Commonwealth and the States, by the 
High Court. If that is so I venture to 
think the hon. and learned Gentleman’s 





For instance, we have heard | 


fears are unfounded, and that the com- 
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promise, or the arrangement, or whatever | Section 91 of the British North America 
else it may be, may be accepted by this| Act. But* in addition to the powers 
House without any fear of trenching on | there enumerated there are certain most 
Imperial interests or the interests of the | important powers not now enjoyed at 
colonies. ‘all by any of the Australian colonies, 
/such as powers with reference to foreign 
Mr. ASQUITH sping E.): I ex- | se a” beyond - See 
press no opinion on the controversy | limits, and other matters of that kind. 
between my hon. and learned friend and | These powers are newly conferred on the 
the hon. Gentleman opposite. I rise for | Commonwealth, and with regard t 
the purpose of avin that we are in a|them it will not be a nigion ie 
much more favourable position for deal- | between the Commonwealth and the 
ing with this question now than we were | States as to their distribution, because 
on farang A meen In seg es 3 | the States will erg - all events, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Secretary for | most important of these new powers, 
the Colonies has had an opportunity of | including those in respect to which con- 
ascertaining the views of the colonies con- | troversy is likely to arise. It will be a 
cerned, and even if this clause were open | question not of distribution, but as to 
more ei gpa than 7 na “c I vans | ae ape wba in nage - — 
1e general opinion of the Committee | matters have or have not been delegatec 
now is that having received the assent and | to the Parliament and Government of the 
approval of the colonies concerned, it |Commonwealth. So that there is abso- 
ought to be carried into effect. _lutely no restriction by this clause as to 
an appeal to the Privy Council as to 
THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir | whether or not these powers have been 
Ropert FIniAy, Inverness Burghs): I) so delegated. As the Bill came from 
aoe to aay a y end — » ex- | empiri might —_ ring rg / any 
planation of the effect of this clause, by way | appeal whatever to Her Majesty in Coun- 
of removing the apprehensions expressed | cil in these matters. The peculiar condition 
by the hon. and learned Gentleman the | contained in the clause as it came trom 
Member for Haddingtonshire. I cannot | Australia—-namely, if “the public interest 
but feel that these apprehensions are|in any other part of Her Majesty's 
based on some failure to appreciate the | dominions” was concerned—is now set at 
true effect of the clause as it now stands, | rest by the settlement arrived at, and the 
The first thing I wish to make perfectly | right of appeal to Her Majesty in Council 
clear to all concerned is this—that it will | is introduced as regards these new powers 
rest with the Privy Council to determine | not hitherto enjoyed by any of the 
whether or not a particular matter falls | colonies. Now we come to another aspect 
within the restriction of this particular | of the case to which the hon. and learned 
clause. The High Court will have no| Gentleman referred—that is, where a 
power to settle whether a particular State has enjoyed certain powers, 
matter falls within the restriction. On|and where powers in respect of 
application to the Queen in Council the | these matters have been conferred 
Judicial Committee would look into the | by this Bill upon the Parliament and 
whole matter, and if they were of opinion | the Government of the Commonwealth. 
that it did not fall within the restric-| Now, what I would direct the attention 
tion, leave to appeal would be given | of my hon. and learned friend to is this: 
whatever the opinion of the High Court | the scheme of this Bill is essentially 
might be. I cannot help thinking | different from the Canadian Bill. The 
that the apprehensions expressed by | Canadian Bill conferred, in respect of 
the hon, and _ learned Gentleman | certain matters, exclusive powers upon the 
with reference to New Zealand are | Parliament of the Dominion ; in respect 
based on some misapprehension as to | of certain other matters, exclusive powers 
the essential differences between the| upon the Legislatures of the Provinces ; 
Australian Bill and the British North|so that the form of the question which 
America Act. It is perfectly true that | arose was this—whether or not the one 
Article 51 of this Constitution confers | or the other Parliament would be acting 
many powers on the Parliament of the | ultra vires if it meddled with a matter 
Commonwealth which are almost iden- | exclusively assigned to the other. That 
tical in terms with those enumerated in| is not the scheme of this Bill at all. 


Sir William Anson. 
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Parliament of the Commonwealth are con- 
ferred, in respect of a number of matters, 
concurrent powers with those which have 
been enjoyed, and will still be enjoyed, 
by the Parliaments and the Governments 
of the States. The States in respect of 
these matters will still retain their powers, 
and the only question which can arise is 
as to whether any Act of the State 
Legislature will be ultrw vires. In regard 
to Article 51 no controversy can arise as 
to any power having been taken away 
from the State Legislatures, because the 
States will retain all the powers they 
have enjoyed. The question that will 
arise is a totally different question. In the 
immense majority of cases it would not 
be whether the Commonwealth Parlia- 
ment or the State Parliament had power 
to legislate on the matter, because both 
undoubtedly had. The scheme of the 
Bill is different. The question that would 
arise is this:—Under the 109th article 
of the Constitution, if the law of the 
Commonwealth and the laws of the State 
were in conflict, the law of the Common- 
wealth prevailed. The question would 
not be as to the relative powers of the 
Commonwealth and the States inter se, for 
in a question of the construction of 
the Commonwealth statute with the 
State statute, if they bore on the same 
subject, the Commonwealth law prevails. 
That is not a question which will be 





now arrived at. An appeal on the ques- 
tion of the construction of a statute will 
be absolutely free as at present. That is 
to say, if Her Majesty in Council thought 
fit to grant leave of appeal there would 
be no conflict. My hon. and learned 
friend referred to a very interesting case 
affecting a Chinaman, and he asked 
whether the State Legislature had not 
acted ultra vires in legislating on that 
subject. In Australia that question cannot 
arise, because no jurisdiction is conferred 
on the Commonwealth Parliament to 
legislate with regard to aliens, yet the 
State Legislature would retain all its 
powers, because the powers are concurrent. 
In regard to the other case mentioned by 
my hon. and learned friend as to rivers 
and lakes, the great rivers and lakes of 
America concern another Power than the 
Dominion of Canada; but no such ques- 
tion could, of course, arise in Australia, 
and therefore it could not lead to compli- 
cation. 
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What has been done is this: on the! 


affected by the terms of the arrangement | 


I would point out, moreover, | 
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that the Amendment as proposed does 

not bear on an appeal in any class of 

cases whatever. As the Bill came from 

Australia, in certain classes of cases rest- 

ing on the interpretation of some doubtful 

and obscure words there was no authority 

or power to give leave to appeal from 

the High Court to the Privy Council. 

There could be no appeal from the High 

Court to the Privy Council on any con- 

stitutional question unless it related to 

the public interests of some other part of 

Her Majesty’s dominions. Now the effect 

of that was that in an excepted class of 
cases they set up two Courts with co- 

ordinate jurisdiction, and as to that par-, 
ticular class of case the High Court and 
the Privy Council are co-ordinate with no 
possibility of appeal from the one to the 
other. It might have been argued on the 
Bill as it came from Australia that the 
High Court in these cases would not have 
been bound by the decision of the Privy 
Council. No such contention can possibly 
be raised under the clause as it is 
now settled, because there is the power 
of appeal to Her Majesty in Council in 
every case. The only difference is that 
while in the immense majority of cases 
leave to appeal is to be granted as hereto- 
fore by application to Her Majesty in 
Council, such special leave in one small 
class of cases—which affect Australian in- 
terests almost exclusively — is ‘to be 
granted from the High Court, and the 
Privy Council is recognised as the Ap- 
pellate Court. It has been asked, if 
this leave is to be got from the High 
Court, on what principles will the High 
Court act in granting or refusing the 
application ? I confess that I have some 
confidence in the action of the High Court. 
It has been the glory of our race all over 
the world, that the Judges in every part 
ef the United Kingdom and in every 
‘British Colony have acted absolutely in- 
dependently of political considerations. 
As these Judges have acted in the past I 
believe they will act in the future, and I 
think it will be found that there is no 
ground for any distrust or apprehension 
as to the way in which the High Court 
will exercise the powers with which it is 
entrusted in this very small and special 
class of cases as to whether there shall be 
an appeal to the Privy Council if the in- 
terests of any other part of Her Majesty's 
dominions are affected. It is very difficult 
indeed to see how a question of the dis- 
tribution of powers between two 
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Australian States could affect the interests | 
of another part of Her Majesty's: 
dominions. But if by any human possi- 
bility such a case should arise, that is a. 
special reason for allowing an appeal, and | 
it is much better to have a provision in 
this elastic form instead of trying to find a 
form which will stand for all time without , 
any power on the part of any Court to 
vary it. I would suggest to the Com- 
mittee, and all those interested in the 
matter, that it may be left in the shape 
which it has now assumed—a shape that 
has given satisfaction alike to all those in 
Australia who approved of a limited 
appeal, and those who asked for an un- | 
restricted appeal. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 5.) : I entirely 
assent to the argument addressed to the 
House by my right hon. and learned 
friend that in cases which arise as to the 
powers of the Commonwealth Parliament 
and those of the State Parliaments, the 
decision should be left to the Privy 
Counvil ; in other words, it would be for 
the Privy Council to say whether the 
matter ought to come before it or not by 
way of appeal. In regard to the differ- 
ence between the Canadian and _ this 
Constitution, that is not material ; but I 
think my hon. and learned friend goes 
rather too far if he suggests that it is 
absolutely impossible that a Constitu- 
tional question involving the public 
interests of some other part of Her 
Majesty’s dominions can arise, where the 
question is, primd facie, one betwee : the 
Constitution of a State and the Constitu- 
tional powers of the Commonwealth. 
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"vague words. 
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decision that the words “ public interests” 
in the original draft were drawn. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: The words 
are ‘ public interests in some other parts 
of Her Majesty’s dominions.” 


Mr. BRYCE: It is said that these are 
They are wide words, and 
the Privy Council would have given them 
a very wide interpretation. After all, 
there is not very much difference between 
us, and I pass on to enter a cuveut against 
the last argument of my right hon. and 
learned friend. He suggested that under 
the Amendment the Committee is now 
discussing the High Court of the Common- 
wealth of Australia will not bea Court of 
co-ordinate jurisdiction with the Privy 
Council, and that it will be bound to 
follow the decisions of the Privy Council. 
I cannot feel by any means so clear as my 
right hon. and learned friend on that 
point, because we are here making a special 
provision for a special case. From the 
general right of appeal to the Privy 
Council to be granted we are excepting 
by statute one particular class of cases, 
questions involving the construction of 
the Constitution of the Commonwealth. 
Surely it will not only »e within the 
power of, but also the duty and the right 
of the High Court to give full effect 
to that provision of the Australian 
Constitution, and to say, “ We are in this 
particular matter made a final Court of 
Appeal. In all other matters we are un- 
doubtedly a subordinate Court, unless in 
a particular matter we are made a 
Court of co-ordinate jurisdiction.” They 


| would say, “The only appeal is to he 


Str ROBERT FINLAY : I did not say 
absolutely impossible. I think it is ex- 
tremely improbable, and that it would 
be dealt with by the power which the 
High Court has to allow appeal on cause 
shown. 


from us, where we are satisfied there is 
some special reason; we are bound to 
carry out the intention of the people of 
Australia and of the Imperial Parliament 
in not going beyond the express pro- 
vision ; they have given no appeal unless 


_special reasons, in our opinion, exist.” I 


Mr. BRYCE: I do not suggest that 
it is a probable case, but my hon. and 


learned friend the Member for Hadding- | 
ton was quite right in pointing out that | 
this is a case that might arise, and that | 


if it did it would have been better to 
have retained the words “public in- 


terests,” which the original draft of the | 


Australian Constitution contained, and ' 
which set of words had been used by | 
the Privy Council itself in a famous | 
decision. Probably it was from that 


Sir Robert Fin lay. 


think, therefore, that it will be open to 
the High Court in future to hold that in 
this matter they are a Court not of sub- 
ordinate jurisdiction but of co-ordinate 
jurisdiction. I cannot assent to the 
argument that, because they are subject 
to appeal in other cases, they are subject 
to appeal in this case also. 


Sm ROBERT FINLAY: They are 
subject to appeal in this case also ; the 
only question is whether that appeal 
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should be allowed and whether a special | form, will be just like the Canadian cases 
authorisation should exist. | of ultra vires. The first form of question 
that will have to be decided would be, 

Mr. BRYCE: Excuse me; it is | “Is the particular statute under considera- 
whether they have it in their power, if | tion within the legislative limits?” That 
they so think fit, to depart from the posi-| would raise a common form of question 








tion given to them of being the final | 


Court of Appeal, and put themselves in | 
the position of a subordinate Court. I | 
think it necessary to enter a protest 
against the view the Attorney General 
has taken on this point. I do not suggest 
that that is a reason why the matter 
should be thrown into uncertainty 
again, and I have no desire to raise 
any difficulty if it can possibly be | 
avoided, but I think it would have 
heen a great deal better if we had passed 
the Bill as it came to us from Australia. 
If the words the Australians employed 


| fisheries 


under the Canadian Constitution. Then 
there would be other questions. Suppos- 
ing the Commonwealth legislated, under 
this very wide power of legislating, as to 
and_ extra-territorial waters, 
then, I think, New Zealand may very 
easily have a question on which it would 
be right that it should have an unfettered 
power of appeal. The desire of New 
Zealand that it should have an un- 


'fettered right of appeal seems to me 
'to be only a reasonable desire, and 
‘I suggest to the Government, respect- 
‘fully but earnestly, that they should 


had been used, some difficulties and fric- | give more consideration than they have 
tion would have been avoided. As, how-| done to the question of maintaining 
ever, we have now arrived at an arrange- the original words as proposed by the 
ment which appears to be satisfactory to | delegates, if necessary in a separate and 





the great majority of the Australian 
colonies, I do not think there will be any 
general wish in the Committee to throw 
any impediment in the way of the final 
settlement of the matter. 


independent clause. 
fallen from the right hon. Gentleman or 
'the Attorney General to lead us to 


| original words. 


Not one word has 


think that the delegates object to their 
As New Zealand would 


not object, and Queensland and Western 


Mr. HALDANE: I am glad that the 
‘Government have come to a satisfactory 
settlement with so many of the Australian 
colonies. I gather that Queensland 
would still like a wider appeal, and that 
Western Australia and New Zealand 
would like the appeal to the Privy 
Council to stand as at present. I do 
not intend to propose any Amendment, 
but would only suggest that between 
now and the Report stage it should be 
considered whether the words which the | 
delegates originally proposed should not | 
be preserved as an independent clause 
without in any way derogating from 
what has been done. In that way [ think 
the views and wishes of New Zealand, 
Queensland, and Western Australia might 
be materially assisted. The right hon. | 
Gentleman the Attorney General has 
shown the few cases in Canada which 
cannot arise; but he has not shown 
the number of cases which may 
arise. 1 quite agree that the two Acts 
will be materially different Acts, but the 
right hon. Gentleman the Attorney 
General and the right hon. Gentleman 
the Colonial Secretary must remember 
that the cases of ultra vires under this Bill, 
although they will arise in a different 








| Australia both apparently prefer some 
‘better form of the clause, the old words 
‘should still be embodied in the Bill. If 
they are not, the Government must take 


the responsibility, and I can only say that 
we must congratulate the Government on 
getting as much assent as they have got. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
wish to prevent my hon. and learned 
friend from having the honours of war, 
but at the same time, as he has made a 
further appeal to the Government, I 
must be permitted to point out that there 
appears to me still to be an absolute and 
entire ignorance of the wishes of those 
he professes to represent. His appeal to. 
us is to insert into this clause or some 
other part of the Bill, or to reinsert 
certain words ; and ke appears to think 


that if we did that we should give satis- 


faction to New Zealand, Queensland, and 
Western Australia. I beg to say he is 
entirely mistaken. I do not think either 
of those great colonies cares one row of 
brass pins whether we put those words 
in or not. What do they care about ? 
There is something they do care about ; 
these colonies have not got everything. 
they want. From the very first, as I ex- 
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plained to the House in the introduction 
of this Bill, Queensland has desired that 
the plenary right of appeal should be 
maintained, exactly as it exists now, 
and they desire that no change what- 
ever should be made. ‘That is 
the position of Western Australia ; 
that is the position of New Zealand. But 
the position of four out of the five fede- 
rating colonies has been different ; they 
have desired that there should be more or 
less restriction of appeal, and under those 
circumstances we have negotiated. I find 
myself in a difficulty in following the 
argument of the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man. What has been his object in the 
part he has taken in this discussion ? 
When, on the introduction of the Bill, I 
explained that the Government felt that 
Imperial interests were so seriously con- 
cerned in this matter that they could 
not give way altogether to the majority 
of the Australian federating colonies, and 
that, therefore, as they had been unable 
to arrange any agreement, they were 
forced to cut out the clause and to leave 
the right to appeal as it was before (that 
is to say, when we were giving to 
New Zealand, Queensland, and 
Western Australia, for whom the hon. 
and learned Gentleman is anxious, all 
that they were wanting) then the hon. 
and learned Gentleman got up and 
said that we were wrong, that he 
could not agree with us, and that 
we were in danger of incurring 
the displeasure of the Australian 
colonies. But when we come down 
now and say that all difficulty that 
existed is now disappearing, that we 
have amicably come to a unanimous 
conclusion, which Queensland is content 
to accept, which all the four colonies have 
accepted as well, which gives us all for 
which we ever contended in this House 
or elsewhere, and which gives to the 
colonies in Australia all which they 
severally think to be of importance, then 
the hon. and learned Gentleman is dis- 
satisfied, and thinks that we have insuffi- 
ciently considered the rights of Queens- 
land and New Zealand. I daresay his 
position is clear to himself, but I am bound 
to say it is not clearto me. What I wish to 
impress on the Committeeand on all parties 
to this controversy is that if, as I hope it 
will be, the decision of New South Wales 
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is in accordance with the decision of the | 
other colonies, we have—thanks very | 
much indeed to the consideration which 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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has been given to the matter and to the 
friendliness of the Australian delegates, 
who were appointed by their Govern- 
ments, thanks to the general reasonable- 


ness of all parties and the desire to 


secure a Unanimous agreement—dealt 
with what undoubtedly was an extremely 
difficult and complicated question in a 
manner which, at the end, we can say 
was satisfactory to all the parties con- 
cerned. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 6 :—- 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 20, to leave out from the 


‘word ‘ Act, to the end of line 23.”—(Vr. 


Secretary Chamberlain.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I think we ought ‘to have some 
explanation of why they were struck 
out. They were put in at the instance of 
the delegates, and perhaps the Attorney 
General or the Colonial Secretary will be 
able to tell us why now they should he 
struck out. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: My hon. and 
learned friend will observe that the Bill 
as it came from Australia contained the 
that “the colonies” should 
mean “the colonies of Australia.” If it 
had not been for that definition I should 
have thought there would be no doubt 
that the Colonial Laws Validity Act 


would apply to Australia as it applied to 


the laws of the Dominion of Canada. It 
must be remembered that we are dealing 
not with one colony, but with the legisla- 
tion of an assemblage of colonies ; and we 
found, on conferring with the delegates, 
that it would be more acceptable to strike 
out the words containing the definition, 
which they thought were unnecessary. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Remaining clauses agreed to. 
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Schedule :— 


Amendments made. 


Mr. MACLEAN, who had the follow- 
ing Amendment on the Notice Paper— 


“In page 19, line 30, after ‘exclusive,’ to 
insert, ‘ Provided that any proposed Jaws for 
the granting of any such bounties shall be 
reserved by the Governor General for Her 
Majesty's pleasure,’ ” 


sid: I put this Amendment on the Paper 
not with the intention of carrying it to a 
division, but merely for the purpose of 
alling public attention to the very great 
change which the clause makes in the 
commercial policy of the Empire. 
Hitherto it has been accepted as the com- 
mercial policy of the Empire to have free 
trade in all these matters ; but power is 
reserved tothe Australian Commonwealth 
to grant bounties on the production and 
export of Australian goods. I am aware 
that the whole Bill must be subject to the 
veto of the Queen in Council; but a 
veto of that kind is very seldom exer- 
cised. I am aware that it would be 
utterly useless for us to attempt to im- 
pose any restraint upon the Australian 
Commonwealth in these matters. We 
have given to the Commonwealth every- 
where perfect freedom to tax themselves 
and to govern themselves, and even to 
enter into treaties with foreign Powers, 
and we cannot, therefore draw a line at 
amatter of thiskind. Personally, I have 
sufficient faith in the principles of free 
trade to leave the matter to be settled 
by the Australians themselves. They 
will go their own course rejoicing in 
their own freedom and strength, and we 
can only hope that, as in the United 
States, whom we have seen adopt an 
economic blunder and still remain a 
prosperous country, a similar fate may be 
reserved for the Australian Common- 
wealth. Under the circumstances I do not 
propose to move the Amendment of which 
Thad given notice. 





Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 
Gentleman is entirely mistaken. This 
does rot introduce any new principle 
whatever. Any single colony in Australia 
has already power to grant bounties, and 
a a matter of fact some of them have 
exercised it. 


Schedule and Preamble agreed to. 
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Bill reported ; as amended, to be con- 
sidered upon Monday next, and printed. 
[ Bill 262.) 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs); Perhaps I may be 
allowed to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
when he proposes to introduce the com- 
plementary measure which we were told 
of more than a month ago as being ready 
to be introduced in a few days—I mean 
the measure adding certain Gentlemen to 
the Privy Council, and which was con- 
sidered essential to the scheme. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It was not 
said to be essential—certainly not—but 
it was the desire of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, if such an arrangement could be 
made agreeable to the colonies, to make 
the arrangement I referred to on a pre- 
vious occasion. But what I have to state 
now is that we are in communication with 
the Australian colonies through the Aus- 
tralian delegates, and we have not at 
present received information as to their 
desire on the subject. Therefore, I am 
really unable to give any further infor- 
mation. I think it is fair to say that I 
am led to understand that some further 
conference will be required in regard to 
this. It may be that the delay will make 
it impossible to bring in the Bill this 
session ; but, at all events, the delay will 
not be with us. It will only be because 
the colonies desire a conference on the 
subject. 

OF ACCI- 


RAILWAYS (PREVENTION 


DENTS) BILL. 
(THIRD READING. ] 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I beg to move that this Bill be recom- 
mitted in respect of Clause 19, which 
applies the Bill to Scotland. This clause 
was practically introduced by the Lord 
Advocate when the Bill was being con- 
sidered by the House. Under Clause 10 
of the Bill there may be a prosecution of 
a railway company in respect of any non- 
compliance with the rules which have 
been made under the Act, and in the case 
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of prosecutions for breaches of those rules 
the clause provides that the same shall 
be tried in a summary manner under the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, the object 
being that the trial should be a speedy 
and as far as possible an inexpensive one. 
In the caseof England and Ireland the sum- 
mary tribunal is the justices of the peace, 
with an appeal to Quarter Sessions. 
Where an appeal is made to the Quarter 
Sessions, that Court may review the 
matter both in regard to questions of law 
and fact, but there is a further appeal 
to the High Court on questions of law 
only. In Scotland the procedure of the 
English Act is not followed, because the 
Scotch Summary Procedure Act is some- 
what different. At one time in Scotland 
we had a court consisting of justices of 
the peace and Quarter Sessions, but the 
law now in regard to these actions is that 
the case should be tried before the sheriff. 
The sheriff represents a status higher 
even in Scotland than that of the Quarter 
Sessions, so that in Scotland, instead 
of beginning with the justices and having 
an appeal to the Quarter Sessions anala- 
gous to the case of England, the prosecu- 
tion is taken before the sheriff. Where- 
ever any prosecution is taken before the 
sheriff his judgment as regards matters 
of fact is final, and an appeal to the High 
Court is only possible on a question of 
law, We are placed in this position— 
that in England you have two tribunals, 
the justices and the Quarter Sessions, and 
in Scotland the sheriff is superior to the 
English Quarter Sessions. As the Bill was 
brought in by the Government there would 
have been no appeal to the QuarterSessions 
on matters of fact, and strangely enough 
the Amendment introduced by the hon. 
Member for Renfrewshire on behalf of 
the railway companies did provide for an 
appeal, but it was upon matters of law 
only. The Amendment of my _ hon. 
friend was not necessary at all, because, as 
the prosecution was to take place under 
the Summary Jurisdiction Act, they could 
appeal to the Quarter Sessions in any 
case. When the Report stage was reached 
the Lord Advocate put in a most unusual 
Amendment, and carried the right of 
appeal by the railway companies up to 
the High Court in regard to matters of 
fact as well as matters of law, and, in 
order to make a foundation for such an 
appeal to the High Court, he has had to 
alter what is the usual procedure in a 
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summary case by the sheriff. In Clause 19 the law is wrong in one case, why not 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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the Lord Advocate introduces a change 
'by which the sheriff at the request of 
| either party is to take notes of evidence. 
|How is the summary character of the 
,case to proceed if the sheriff, at 
‘the request of either party—and the 
‘railway companies may be _ relied 
‘upon to ask for notes—has to take 
inotes of the evidence, and then those 
notes are to be laid before the Court of 
Session. They will have to be printed, and 
| the Court of Session will, in the case of 
'a breach of the rules, be able to review 
| the case not only on matters of law, but 
| also upon questions of fact. Look at the 
| position of matters. If it be an offence 
‘in Scotland the railway companies have 
‘the right of review both on questions of 
‘law and of fact; but if the offence be 
‘in England or Ireland the railway 
companies have a right of review on 
|questions of law only. Is there any 
reason why this Bill should prescribe that 
‘the prosecution is to be summary, while 
|in the case of Scotland you deprive it 
altogether of its summary character? 
|The Lord Advocate is depriving this 
clause of its summary character by intro- 
| ducing this new procedure, that in the 
ease of the prosecution under the Sum- 
mary Procedure Act the sheriff is to take 
notes of evidence, and the Court of 
Session is to have power to review on 
questions of fact as well as of law. I 
know the only thing that it is possible 
to say on the other side in regard 
to this proposal. It will be said 
that in the case of England there 
is an appeal from the justices to the 
Quarter Sessions, and you are going to 
say “ We want an appeal also in Scot- 
land.” But it is a very different thing to 
give an appeal from the justices to the 
Quarter Sessions in England, because the 
_ Justices’ Court is an inferior tribunal to 
/begin with. It is a different thing 
‘to give an appeal from one legal 
| body of that kind to another by 
| giving an appeal to the High Court ina 
| summary case on matters of fact. Inthecase 
‘of England you begin with the justices, 
_and according to English procedure there 
‘is necessarily an appeal to the Quarter 
Sessions. That is a procedure which is 
quite applicable to England, but when 
you come to deal with Scotland you deal 
in a different way, because you make it 
compulsory that the sheriff shall be the 
only party entitled to try the case. If 
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alter it in every other case? Youhavean) it is a Court with which the Scotch 
appeal in England, because you begin | suitors are entirely satisfied. The Lord 





with the justices, and you get an appeal 
to the Quarter Sessions, but in Scot- 


land you begin with the sheriff, 
who is equal to the Quarter 


Sessions, and, therefore, the Summary 
Jurisdiction Act represents not an appeal 
from the sheriff on matters of fact but 
only on questions of law. The result is 
that in Scotland the prosecution practi- 
cally ceases to be summary. It is pro- 
vided that the sheriff has now to take 
notes of evidence, and those who have 
been in practice in the Sheriff’s Court 
know the length of time taken by cases 
in which the sheriff has to take notes in 
his own handwriting. I have known a 
case of this kind spread over weeks 
and months, and the result of this pro- 
vision will be that the summary character 
of the prosecution will be entirely done 
away with. Why should those who 
are prosecuting for a breach of the rule 
under this Bill in Scotland be handi- 
capped by a sheriff being required to 
take these notes of evidence, and why 
should the parties be put to the expense 
of haying to fight the case in the High 
Court in Scotland, while in the case of 
prosecutions in England and Ireland an 


appeal can only be made on questions of | 


law. without reference to any review of 
the facts? Ihave put down an Amend- 
ment on tke Paper to clause 19, page 6, 
line 39, to leave out from “1864,” to the 
end of the sub-section, and the effect 
of the Amendment would be that 
it would leave an appeal to the 
High Court in Scotland the 


| Advocate’s Amendment introduces a 
_somewhat new method of procedure. It 
| gives an appeal in Scotch cases only on 
| questions of fact as well as law. We 
| object to this on the ground that it takes 
/away the summary character of the juris- 
diction laid down by this Bill. It increases 
the right of appeal in Scotch cases as 
/compared with English and Irish cases, 
and it may very materially increase the 
expenses in favour of the rich railway 
| companies as against poor individuals. | 
hope the Lord Advocate will be able to 
| offer some satisfactory explanation on the 
subject. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘ now read the third 
time,’ in order to add the words ‘re-committed 
in respect of Clause 19.’”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question put, “That the words pro- 
posed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): With 
regard to the motion I made introducing 
this change, I wish to say that it stood on 
the Paper in the ordinary way, and I can 
assure my hon. friends opposite that my 
only reason for introducing this Amend- 
ment was to provide that the procedure 
in Scotland should be precisely the same 
in its true character as in England and 
Ireland. It has already been decided 





very | 


that for England there should be a right 
of appeal upon the facts as well as upon 


same as an appeal to the High Court in | law, and I felt that to translate this into 


England and Ireland. It would then be 
an appeal on questions of law merely and 


Scotch it was necessary to take the course 
I suggested. It is not a question of 





not on questions of fact. Certainly no | status or dignity, but the point is, shall 
sufficient reason has been given for this, we have in Scotland an appeal on the 
extraordinary change of the law, which is | facts alone, or on both the facts and the 
inconsistent with any procedure under | law? If you are going to have an appeal 
the Summary Jurisdiction Act in Scot- | on both, the only way it can be done, 
land, and which is also a great injustice | otherwise than by the course I have 
to railway servants in Scotland. | suggested, would have been much more 
/cumb-rsome. Let me venture to correct 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.):| the hon. Member for Mid Lanark, 

I beg to second the proposition of my for he is not correct in saying that in all 
hon. friend below me. I believe this | cases under the Summary Procedure Act 
alteration was introduced by the Lord | there is no appeal. The hon. Member 
Advocate on the Report stage in this has evidently forgotten the provision 
House. It is well known to Scotch | made under the Summary Procedure Act 
Members that the Sheriffs’ Court in Scot-| of 1864. There are many instances of 
land corresponds more to the Quarter | statutes creating offences allowing a right 
Sessions than to the Justices’ Court, and | of appeal on matters of fact, and for 
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which proceedings might be commenced 
under the Summary Procedure Act. You 
would not need the Summary Procedure 
Act for the purposes of an appeal, for you 
would present your appeal by virtue of 
the provision in the statute creating the 
offence. If you do give an appeal upon 
matters of fact it is necessary to make 
provision for taking the evidence. 
taking of the evidence has been spoken of 
as a novelty, but it is not so, for there 
are many instances in which notes of the 
evidence have to be taken. May I be 
allowed to say that I think the system 
proposed is very much better than the 
English plan. ‘he English plan is that, 
having examined the witnesses before the 
justices, on taking an appeal to the 
Quarter Sessions you do not present 
notes of the evidence, but you examine 
the witnesses all over again. I think 
that is a much more expensive process 
than the process of taking notes of the 
evidence and having an adjudication upon 
that. Accordingly, if you are going to 
have an appeal upon that in a summary 
manner the method I have put down is 
the correct way, and the same method 
obtains already in many statutes of the 
realm. From the starting point of the 
English Bill this is the only way to deal 
with it, unless I had taken the much more 
cumbersome method of giving a right of 


Railways (Prevention of 


appeal on points of fact and another | 


appeal on points of law. That would 
possibly have been more analogous to the 
English position, because under this Bill 
there is a possibility of two appeals—one 
on the facts and another to the High 
Court upon the law alone. I think it is 
very much simpler and better to do as we 
have done, and it is no novelty at all to 
provide for the taking of notes of evidence 
and thus have an appeal to the High 
Court upon points of law at once. I 
want to make it perfectly clear to the 
Committee that the right of appeal 
given in this proposal is in substance 
precisely the same appeal, although 
the particular tribunals used are different, 
because they cannot exactly correspond 
in Scotland. 

THOMAS SHAW 


Mr. (Hawick 


Burghs): The point which has been put , 


forward by my right hon. friend the Lord 
Advocate is not exactly that which we 
have put forward in this discussion. 
desire, so far as we can, to make the 
state of things in the three countries 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


This ' 


We | 
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‘analogous. The strong distinction which 
‘this Bill draws between Scotland and 
England and Ireland is this—that in the 
Bil as drawn in this clause we shall now 
have an appeal to the High Court in 
Scotland upon questions of fact and law, 
while in England and Ireland such a 
course will be absolutely impossible. In 
our procedure in Scotland I should say 
that in ninety-nine hundredths of the 
cases tried the sheriff is made the final 
judge of the facts. I do hope that my 
right hon. friend will take care to see that 
this clause is amended, and I will suggest 
to him that the Bill should be so recast 
upon this head as to take advantage of 
that most excellent statute which is 
known as the Summary Prosecutions Act 
of 1875. That Act applies in all prose- 
cutions of a summary nature in every 
inferior Court in Scotland, and | 
observe in this clause that the Lord 
Advocate suggests that this prosecution 
is to be of the nature of a civil prosecu- 
tion. The advantage of the reference 
which I respectfully give him is that, 
whereas criminal prosecutions would have 
to go to the High Court, civil prosecutions 
may go to either of the divisions of the 
Quarter Sessions, grantee: only that these 
superior Courts shall not be troubled with 
the details of the facts, but they will have 
to address themselves to questions of law 
alone. I venture to say that the calling of 
this proposal a summary prosecution is 
very contradictory. There will be an 
appeal upon such questions as whether a 
railway company can be fined or not for 
some delinquency discovered probably by 
a railway servant. The whole idea of 
summary jurisdiction is in the present 
instance particularly applicable, because 
what we want in reference to this Bill is 
that those delinquencies of railway com- 
panies shall be promptly and finally dealt 
with by the sheriff who considers the facts. 
I think it is a great public misfortune in 
Scotland that when these delinquencies 
are discovered we have to go through 
such a protracted procedure, which is 
detrimental to the public interest, and 
which in the case of railway servants 
might be of a most disastrous character. 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanarkshire, N.E.): 
As this Bill now stands it establishes a 
| very serious barrier in the way of getting 
these appeals speedily settled. The Lord 
Advocate has not made it clear to the 
' House that in the case of Scotland there 
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would be no greater hardship for arailway | this clause would be removed. I take it 
servant than in the case of England, where | that the Lord Advocate does not pur- 
the appeal is made from the justices to | posely intend to penalise Scotch railway 
the Quarter Sessions. If the Lord Advo- | servants so that they would find it more: 
cate could assure the House that the cost | costly to proceed under the Act than 
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of such an appeal would be restricted we | English railway servants. 


should be quite satisfied, but I am afraid | 
that railway servants will find themselves | 
Of course if we | 


mulcted in serious costs. 


The 


are assured on this point our objection to , Noes, i109. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Aird, John 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
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Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J. (Mane’r) | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gore 

Barry, Rt. Hn. A.H.S. (Hunts) 
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Cayzer, Sir Charles Willian 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J Austin( Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
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AYES. 


Dorington, Sir John Edward 


| Doughty, George 
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Doxtord, Sir William T. 
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Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
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House divided : — Ayes, 
(Division List No. 151.) 


Question put. 


214 ;, 
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' Lockwood, 
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Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYFS— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





NOES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda | Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Goddard, Daniel Fo 

Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Asquith, Rt.Hn.HerbertHenry | Gurdon, Sir William B. 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 
Holden, Sir Angus 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) | 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jolnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. | 

Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh., | 

Kay-Shuttleworth,Rt HnSirU | Souttar, Robinson 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cumb’Il’nd 


Morley, Rt. Hon. J. (Montrose) 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Pilkington,SirG A(LanesS. W. 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
| Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Richardson, J. (Durham, §.E. 
| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


Spicer, Albert 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 

| Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


Cawley, Frederick Leese,SirJos hF.(Acerington | Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 
Channing, Francis Allston Lewis, John Herbert . | Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Colville, John Lloyd-George, David | Wallace, Robert 


‘Corbett,A. Cameron(Glasgow) | Lough, Thomas 

| Macaleese, Daniel 

| M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Ewan, William 

| M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 


Crembie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Dewar, Arthur 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason, Eugene 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wills, Sir William Henry 

| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


| 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Maddison, Fred. | Woods, Samuel 


Duckworth, James 
Dunn, Sir William 
Emmott, Alfred 


Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) | Moore, Arthur (Londonderry) | Mr. 
Evans,Sir F. H.(Southampton | Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthe n 
| Morgan, W.Pritchard(Merthyr | 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Main Question put and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time and passed. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 





| Mappin, Sir FrederickThorpe | Yoxall, James Henry 
| Mather, William 


Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Caldwell and Mr. 
Buchanan. 


| Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 

W.R., Morley): The House might have 
| expected that the right hon. Gentleman 
'in moving the Second Reading of this 
| Bill would have vouchsafed some kind of 
|explanation of the provisions it contains. 
|On the First Reading the explanation 
| given by the right hon. Gentleman was of 
the most perfunctory character, and he 
did not attempt more than to casually 
‘state one or two provisions of the 
| measure, and did not in any way 
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refer to some of its most important pro- 
ls. I certainly think the right 


hon. Gentleman has not treated either the 
House or the subject with which this 
Bill deals with the respect he ought. The 
Bill is certainly one which may be per- 
fectly well described as a Bill without 
any principle whatever. It is an omnium 
gatherum. The right hon. Gentleman has 
gathered a large number of scraps to- 
gether, and has thrown them into the 
Bill. Ido not think there are any two 
clauses in it which have any connection 
with each other, and there is no general 
principle running through it. So far, 
however, as I can gather, the majority of 
the clauses, with the exception of Clause 
2, are of a fairly reasonable character, 


{21 June 100} 
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to secure its solution. Different boards 
of guardians adopt different policies with 
regard to poor-law children. Some 
boards keep them in the workhouses, 
others board them out in large numbers 
of ‘thirty or forty in one place, while 
others again board them out in ones or 
twos. It is obvious that some boards of 
guardians will adopt this clause while 
| others will not, and you will have as a 
‘result most unequal action all over the 
country, Some schools will be able to 
| get public money granted them, while 
others with just as good a claim will be 
/unable to persuade boards of guar- 
|dians to apply money for this par- 
| ticular purpose. Again, suppose a board 


|of guardians decides to enlarge a school 





and tend in the right direction. These | to accommodate twenty children who re- 
clauses, however, are merely the coating quire places, the Board of Education 
and the sugar with which to administer | authorises the board of guardians to pro- 
the medicinal pill contained in Clause 2.| vide money for that purpose and they 





I am quite sure that the proposal con- 
tained in Clause 2 is the main object of 
the Bill; that the other clauses are merely 
set out in order to make it more agree- 
able. The proposal in Clause 2 is of a 
novel character, and being of a novel 
character I think the right hon. Gentle- 
man should have vouchsafed us some kind 
of explanation as to the policy of his 
Department in connection with it. When 
I say the proposal is novel, I mean that it 
is novel to this generation. It re-establishes 
in this country grants of public money 
for the building of denominational schools 
not in the hands of public bodies or 
under responsible control. I quite under- 
stood, and I think the country understood, 
that building grants were abolished once 
and for ever, and that they were never 
to be heard of again. Now we have a 
revival of the old custom condemned 
many years ago, the only difference being 
that the money is to be taken not out of 
the National Exchequer but out of the 
rates levied by boards of guardians. 


| novelty. 


| Proceed to do so. That accommodation 
| may be necessary to-day, but in five years 
| time there may not be a single poor-law 
| child attending that school. I certainly 
think that we may have a most reckless 
_addition to our schools as a result of this 
| clause, and we have no guarantee that 
| boards of guardians will continue to carry 
/out the same policy from year to year, 
(or that even if they do it will 
produce the same effect in each village. 
‘Then we have another extraordinary 
Boards of guardians are asked 
| to adopt a policy of contributing to the 
| building or enlarging of schools in which 


| poor-law children are to be educated. In 


‘the case of London we have the anomaly 


'that money collected in the metropolis 


would be spent in Surrey, Kent, or 


| Middlesex, where the schools may be 
| situated. 


I think that is what is likely 
to occur, and if I am wrong it is because 


‘the right hon. Gentleman has not taken 
_any means to secure that we should have 


any correct information as to the principle 


However, it is public money all the same, | upon which this clause is based. Then 
and we ought to have the same restric- there is another anomaly — another 
tions and the same principles applied , violation of a principle which is recognised 
to it. These grants are for the purpose as proper. If boards of guardians are 
of enlarging or building schools of a de-| asked to make these grants they should 
nominational character, in order to enable | have some control over the schools which 
boards of guardians to have poor-law | receive them. I think it will be a most 
children educated in them. I acknow- iniquitous proceeding if the thin 
ledge that the education of poor-law end of the wedge is now to be in- 
children is a problem of very considerable | serted by authorising grants-in-aid taken 
difficulty, but if I may be-allowed to say from the local rates without any 
so, I do not think that the right hon. | control being given over the schools. [ 
Gentleman has taken a very wise course | see in this proposal the beginning of a 
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policy of using the rates of this country | assistance for training these boys and 
for the assistance of denominational | girls, who get another form of discipline, 
schools, and using it without any quid pro | which is altogether admirable. _ It gives 
quo, or without giving any control over | the children a variety of life, and destroys 
the schools which receive these grants. I | that inertness ——I might say almost 
think this clause runs counter very | soddenness—to which they are liable. It 
seriously indeed to what we considered | associates them with ordinary children in 
the policy of the Government and the| every-day life; they are no _ longer 
Education Department was. I think we | labelled as paupers, and their lives are 
ought to have some explanation, and I | made much happier and more natural. In 
sincerely hope that the right hon. Gentle- | these schools thus conducted I have found 








man will be able to give us a satisfactory 


explanation, or a promise that proper safe- | 


guards will be provided. I will not now 
refer to the other clauses of the Bill. 


Most of them are of a satisfactory kind, | 


but I believe that Clause 12 is the main 
proposal, and that if it is left as it stands 
it will very seriously affect the principle 
we thought animated the Education 
Department of this country, and will 
inflict very serious injury. I beg to 
move that the Bill be read a second time 
on this day three months. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) formally 
seconded the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


*“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the | 


end of the Question to add the words ‘upon this 
day three months.’”—(Mr Alfred Hutton.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, 
N.): Speaking generally, I view with the 
deepest satisfaction every clause in this 
Bill. I believe it is an admirable Bill 
from first to last, and I would wish to 
say one or two words in reply to tie 
speech of the hon. Gentleman who 
moved its rejection. The Bill enables 
boards of guardians to send poor-law 
children to public elementary schools of 
all kinds. I happen to be the first man 
in England who sent any number of 
pauper children to public elementary 
schools. That was in June, 1872, and 
after twenty-eight years experience of 
this form of educating poor-law children, 
I can say it has been a most complete and 
absolute success. First of all, it gives the 


officers in the workhouses a period of | 
quiet and peace, and it secures a certain | 


amount of complete order during several 
hours of the day. 


Mr. Alfred Hutton. 


It provides outside | 


no absconding when the opportunity has 
been offered, and, therefore, if I was as 
much opposed to Voluntary schools as the 
| hon. Gentleman opposite, I should feel 
bound to support this Bill, because of the 
great advantage it will confer upon pauper 
‘children by introducing a variety of life 
and discipline into their training. I will 
not refer tothe other clauses. I think they 
are in every way satisfactory, and that 
the necessities of the situation have called 
forth every one of them. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) : This 
Bill is full of technical points which will 
require explanation before it obtains a 
second reading. There are one or two 
| criticisms which I desire respectfully to 
offer. The clause to which my hon. friend 
the Member for Morley referred appears 
to me to be an admirable clause in regard 
to certain classes of schools. The ten- 
dency of boards of guardians seems te he 
to disband their pauper schools and to 
board their children out. One can con- 
| ceive of a board of guardians of a great 
‘city boarding out their pauper children in 
a village a few miles out, and sending 
| these children to the public elementary 
school. The accommodation in the village 
school will thereby be swamped, and ad- 
ditional accommodation and additional 
expense will become necessary. In fact 
in some villages a new school, or at least 
a new department, will have to be built. 
I take it that the object of the clause is 
to make it lawful for the board of guar- 
dians to provide or contribute towards 
the cost of the additional accommo- 
dation. That is a_ perfectly proper 
thing when it applies to _ village 
board schools, because in these there 
\is every guarantee, by public audit and 
public management, that the money voted 
by the board of guardians will be spent 
on the school, and nothing but the school. 
But in an indirect way this raises the 
| question of rate-aid to voluntary schools. 
‘1 should be out of order if I were 
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to discuss that principle, as a princi-- *Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
le; but I may be allowed to say that E.): I agree with the hon. Member for 
F should not look with hostility upon West Nottingham that many of the pro- 
the extension of rate-aid to voluntary visions of this Bill will be of great advan- 
schools, under certain proper and essen- , tage to education, and will be welcomed by 
tial conditions—namely, that the board all those who are anxious to strengthen the 
of guardians or whatever the rating law with reference to attendance. But it 
authority may be—should have the right is a point of some importance to know 
to appoint on the committee of manage- where we are going, and to understand 
ment of the school to be so aided from more fully what will be the actual result 
the rates a representative or representa- of these proposals. Now, in the first 
tives, and that they shonld have the place, I am quite sure that all those who 
right of auditing or requiring the Local are acquainted with the present state of 
Government auditor to audit the accounts educational administration wouid depre- 
of the school. If that were done, the cate the introduction of fresh authorities, 
risk of determined opposition to the and the opening up of fresh conflicts of 
clause in question would be withdrawn. jurisdiction, by conferring new functions 
I will not say many words in regard to'on new authorities in any direction 
the provisions which extend the powers of conflicting with existing authorities. 
compulsory schoolattendance, whichwiden , If any ~useful result is to be ex- 
the net to bring in truant boys, increase the pected from the. Board of Education 
attendances under whatareknown asdunce Act of last year, it ought to be in the 
certificates, and raise the penalties which direction of unifying the authorities and 
may be inflicted on parents for neglecting the machinery in order to get the best 
to send their children to school. The possible results. The objection I take to 
school board of the city which I have the Clause 2 is that it pretty much placeson the 
honour to represent has already commu- boards of guardians, indirectly it is true, 
nicated with the Board of Education on the right and the duty to provide further 
Clause 4, Sub-section 1. By Clause 4 the accommodation when deficiency of places 
local authority—-that is, the school board , arises in educational districts. Well, that 
—is empowered to pay the expense of the seems to be a new departure which I 
conveyance of children who are sent, much deprecate. It would be very un- 
under the Education Acts, to a certified desirable to interfere, in my opinion, 
industrial school. That is a very proper , with the existing powers of school boards 
thing, but I would point out that hitherto to provide accommodation, or to thus 
where that has been done it has usually extend the action of boards of guardians 
been done my means of a policeman. in making the necessary provision for 
That is to say, that children sent to, sending the children to ordinary elemen- 
an industrial school, not necessarily as tary schools. If that most desirable 
the result of crime or misdemeanour, but policy is to be fully carried out the proper 
of truancy or a comparatively trifling course would be to adhere to the principle 
offence, have been so sent in the charge of the Act of 1870, that where there is a 
of the police. I wish that there could deficiency of accommodation the school 
be added to this Bill, in respect of the board: should afford the provision of 
attendance clause, a proviso that all school buildings as the authority representing 
attendance cases and punishments arising the ratepayers of the district, and that 
from these should be heard and deter- they alone should have the power to deal 
mined in another than the ordinary police with the question. The clause as it 
court. The present practice has, [ feel, a stands is open to the very serious objec- 
bad moral effect on the children. I hope tion that it enables the board of guardians 
the Government will accept in Committee to subsidise denominational schools, and 
an amendment in the direction I have to provide money out of the rates for an 
indicated, so that the boys who are sent increase of accommodation in denomina- 
to an industrial school and conveyed tional schools without any consultation 
there at the expense of the board of with the ratepayers, or recognising in 
guardians may be sent in charge of the | any way the principle of control by the 
board’s own visiting officer. With these | ratepayers, or without providing any 
remarks I extend to this Bill my support, | modification whatever of the conditions 
and give my thanks to the Government | under which these schools are carried on. 
for having introduced it. It would mitigate the objection -on this 
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side of the House to some extent if the | debate, but I would remind the House. 
boards of guardians were entitled to elect | that these children are at present under 
representatives to serve upon the com-|a great disadvantage as compared with 
mittee of management of such schools. | the other children from an educational 
I must at once’say, however, to the right point of view. ~The Local Government 
hon. Gentleman the Vice-President that | Board has no facility for inspecting or: 





that would not meet the whole of my 
objections to this clause. Unless the 
clause can be ‘explained in a different 
sense from that in which its effect has 
been interpreted I think it will meet 
with very considerable opposition in’ 
Committee. 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : 
While I entirely approve of facilities 
being afforded to poor-law children for 
attending ordinary public elementary 
schools, where that is possible, as pro- 
vided for in Clause 2, I feel that there 
might have been included in the Bill the 
other side of the picture in which both 
sides of the House are very considerably 
interested—namely, the permission to the 
placing of poor-law schools under the 
Elementary Education Act, where the 
board of guardians desires it, and the 
Local Government Board approves it. 
I have no doubt the two right hon. 
Gentlemen responsible for the 





managing the education of these children. 
It has no accumulated experience; but. 
the Board of Education has that accumu- 
lated experience. I would be glad to 
hear from the right hon. Gentleman who 
is in charge of this Bill or from some: 
other Member of the Government an 
expression of their willingness to intro- 
duce into the Bill a clause to accomplish 
that which the guardians and the Local 
Government Board are willing and 
desirous to do, namely, to declare that 
the schools under the poor-law authori- 
ties are public elementary schools as far 
as the teachers are concerned, and also as. 
far as the examination and inspection of 
the children are concerned. This is a 
very important point, and affects many 
thousands of children under the care: 
of the 600 unions in the country. It has. 
been said that these are merely barrack. 
schools, cantaminatory in their character 
and accompanied by the workhouse taint ; 


Local | but, on the contrary, the boards of guar- 





Government Board and for the Board of | dians who are most forward in the matter, 
Education are very well able to arrange | such as those of Birmingham and some of 
a clause by which that could be carried | the districts of London, are most anxious. 
out. Ihave brought before the House, | that they should be placed under the 
on a very recent occasion, this very ques- | Board of Education for inspection and 
tion, and I know that many Members on | control, instead of under the Local 
both sides are interested in it. It is not |Government Board. Those boards which 
a party question. The children in poor- | have devoted a great deal of money and 
law schools do not receive any of the | attention to the creation of schools, such 
advantages of being under the Board of as that at Hornchurch in the neighbour- 
Education. They are, as we all know, | hood of London, where colonies have been 
examined and inspected by inspectors | founded for the separate home system, are: 
under the Poor Law Board and the! doing their best to train the children in a. 
Local Government Board, and_ their| manner which will enable them in the 
education is extremely inferior. Many of | future to best meet the circumstances of 
us are of opinion that the education | life. But they find that they cannot get 


of these children will never be “ 

satisfactorily dealt with unless they the children taught up to the standard of 
are brought under the general educational Other children unless they ate brought 
scheme of the country, and they and their | under the ordinary educational system of 
masters are placed under the inspection | thecountry. I trust the Government may 
of the Board of Education itself. Clause 2 | see their way to expand the scope of 
goes a certain way in that direction, but | Cjayse 2. 


only a small way. Even if these poor- 

law schools were to be broken up, it Lorp EDMOND  FITZMAURICE: 
would take many years to bring them i ck mi se ; 
diuary shimations (Wiltshire, Cricklade): Speaking in 

under the ordinary educational system of regard to this Bill as s whole; I-do, sh 

think that anybody, on whatever side of 


the country. I do not intend to traverse 
the House he may sit, will deny that» 





all the arguments brought forward in 
Committee of this House in a previous 


Mr. Channing. 
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nearly all its provisions are good andj Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
valuable, with, perhaps, one exception. | Boroughs): This Bill contains some excel- 
I regret, myself, that the ‘ill has /4ent provisions, but there is one aspect of 
been complicated by the introduction of | Clause 2 which I do not think has re- 
the rather unfortunate clause to which | ceived sufficient attention in this House. 
not unnaturally a consideralde amouht of | I allude to the effect that it will probably 
attention and suspicion has been given. | have all through the country, and the 
The right hon. Gentleman would have | change, to a great extent, under which 
facilitated this discussion if he had made | guardians and rural district councillors 
some slight explanation ef the Bill in| will be elected. This clause will probably 
moving the Second Reading. As it is, it | have the effect of making these elections 
has been flung down without any guidance bitterly contested on sectarian and 
from him as to the course of the dis- | non-sectarian lines. It is true that Clause 
cussion. My right hon. friend might | 2 is partial in its character, but that very 
have foreseen, being familiar with the | fact will cause opinion to divide, and the 
histery of education in this House, that | bitterest feelings will be raised. It is 
any proposals to enable public bodies practically a recommencement of the old 
to vote money to Voluntary schools system of building grants, which we 
are certain to he very’ closely watched, thought had been entirely and absolutely 
not merely on this but on the other side | got rid of. I am afraid the effect 
of the House. The right hon. Gentle-| upon the elections of local governing 
man must recollect the controversy that bodies all over the country will 
was aroused by the proposal to enable | be extremely prejudicial. I hope, how- 
boards of guardians to pay fees of children , ever, that my hon. friend, having regard 
under the 25th Clause of the Educa-| to other proposals in the Bill, will not 
tio Act of 1870. The provision in| press his motion to a division. 
this Bill may go a great deal further | 
than that proposal of former years,and| THE VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
the only way to mitigate or avoid the) COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
not unnatural suspicion which animates ,; CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
Members on this side of the House would | University): I did not abstain from 
be to adopt the suggestion made by two | making a speech in moving the Second 
of my hon. friends—namely, that some | Reading of the Bill from any disrespect 
representation should be given to the| to the House, but because, the measure 
boards of guardians, or some other pub-| being a Departmental one and containing 
lic representative authority—the rural | a number of what I had fondly imagined 
council, or the school board, as the case to be purely non-controversial amend- 
may be—so that the board of guardians | ments to the law, I thought that, on the 
who vote the money might feel that they | whole, it would be more respectful to 
have some control over the establish-| the House to await the observations 
ments to which their money is given. | which hon. Members might wish to make 
Where in a case of this kind you are going | before thrusting myself upon their notice. 
to draw upon a fresh fund for Volun-| Unless I had heard the speeches delivered 
tary schools, surely we are entitled to ask | by hon. Members opposite, I should never 
that some form of representative control | have dreamt that it was possible to con- 
should be introduced into the poor-law | ceivé’ that there was such a diabolical 
schools. When the Bill gets toCommittee | plan underlying so innocent a clause. 
Amendments will be placed upon the Paper. | Perhaps I might explain to the Com- 
Nobody complains of the procedure of | mittee exactly the reason of this perfectly 
my hon. friend in moving the rejection innocent clause. The clause originated 
of the Second Reading in order to raise | in the conviction of the Education De- 
a full discussion, but I hope my hon. | partment of the enormous advantage of 
friend will be satisfied with the discussion | poor-law children going to the ordinary 
he has raised, and having regard to the | elementary schools of the country and 
other propositions in the Bill, will not | mixing with other children. The hon. 
— the rejection; and I hope the | Member for North Birmingham, who has 
ice-President of the Council will under- | had great experience, said the best system 
stand that when the Bill gets into Com- | for the education of pauper children was 
mittee the second clause will be closely | to divest them as far as possible of their 
€xamined. , pauper surroundings, and give them the 
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same education as the children of the 
village. In carrying out that principle 
experience proved that great injustice 
might be done to certain parishes. As 
an instance, I might mention a case 
which came long ago within my own 
experience. A poor-law union in the 


Elementary 


county of Essex, with a very small work- | 


house and very few children, had the 
children taught within the walls of that 
institution by the best of teachers. 
parish, however, became a school board 
district, and the school board built a 
school which was attended by the children 


from the workhouse, and is attended by | 


them, so far as I know, tothis day. But 
why should the ratepayers of the parish 
have to bear the expense, which ought to 
be borne by the union? ‘That is, I think, 


a very great injustice to a small rural , 


The same state of things exists 


parish. 


in a number of rural parishes in this | 


country, and the object of the clause is 
to enable the guardians to do what they 
have no legal power to do at present 
—namely, to contribute both to the 
building and the maintenance of the 
school. A great number of metropolitan 
unions now adopt the laudable practice 
of boarding out their children in country 
parishes. Where only one or two chil- 
dren are boarded out in a_ particular 
parish, no burden is imposed on the in- 
habitants of that parish, but when a con- 
siderable number of children are boarded 
out in a small parish, increased expense is 
entailed on the managers of the school. If 
it is for the interest of the ratepayers 
to send their children out into the country, 
it is only reasonable that they should 
subscribe to the country schools where 
the children are educated. Nobody 
ever dreamt of subsidising voluntary 
schools or reviving building grants or in- 
troducing into the election of guardians 
strong sectarian elements. I do not 
think the clause would have any such 
effect. It is a permissive clause. I think 
boards of guardians may be trusted to 
take precautions to prevent the use of 
their money for sectarian purposes. Sug- 
gestions have been made that provisions 
should be put into the Bill requiring 
boards of guardians to be represented on 
the committee of the school, and requir- 
ing some sort of public audit of the 
accounts. Let the House imagine one of 
the great London unions—Poplar or 
Shoreditch, for instance—having  chil- 
dren boarded out in Essex, Kent, or 


Sir J. Gorst. 


{COMMONS} 


The | 





Education Bill. 


| Surrey, and being directed to appoint 
/somebody to represent them on the 
| management of the school, and provision 
| having to be made for the audit of a 
| school account amounting, perhaps, to 
| only £100. What a burden would be 
| thrown upon boards of guardians. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 
| What I suggested with regard to auditing 
was that the accounts of the school should 
be subjected to the ordinary audit by the 
| official auditors. 


Sir J. GORST : It is all very well for 
the Loeal Government Board auditor to 
‘audit the aecounts ef great schools, but 

to require a small parish school to have 
its accounts audited every year by a Local 
_Government Board auditor would put on 
the managers of the school an additional 
burden whieh they are quite unable to 
bear. The whole matter is optional, and 
if a board of guardians is not satisfied 
that every security is afforded for the 
proper expenditure of their contribution 
they can withhold that contribution. I 
will consider any Amendment proposed 
in Committee, and the House will have 
further opportunities of considering this 
clause, but I hope they will not be induced 
by these vain and unreasonable fears to 
omit from the Bill this most important 
and salutary clause. As to sending chil- 
dren to industrial schools, I think that 
everything that can be done ought to 
be done to detach children altogether 
from the ordinary administration of the 
criminal law in this country. If I was 
one of a bench of magistrates, I would 
not like to send a child to an industrial 
school in charge of the police; I agree 
with the view that the attendance officer 
is a far fitter person to be entrusted with 


such a task; but it is another matter to . 


prevent by Act of Parliament the police 
under any circumstances taking a child 
to an industrial school. If the House 
will read the Bill a second time, I pro- 
pose that it should be referred to the 
Standing Committee on Law, where there 
will be an opportunity of discussing 10 
detail technical clauses. Of course, the 
House will have the opportunity on Report 
of reconsidering any matter of principle, 
and giving its final decision on the clauses. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 
he should not have intervened in the 
debate had it not been for the reference 
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made to the Essex parish which the 
right hon. Gentleman had alluded 
to. If the whole of the education 
of the country was administered in the 
wise, liberal and statesmanlike manner that 
it was by the vicar of the parish in 
question, there would be no word of sus- 
picion as to what was being done. But 
all parishes are not so _ fortunate, 
and he feared that in some cases advan- 
tage might be taken of this measure for 
sectarian purposes. 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time and committed 
to the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


MONEY-LENDING BILL [Lords]. | 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 





*THE SECRETARY To tur LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.): I beg to move 
the Second Reading of this Bill, and in 


{21 JUNE 1900} 


Bill. 682 


lay borrowed a sum of £300 from a 
money-lender, for which he gave a 
promissory note for £456, the money 
being repayable in monthly instalments. 
Mr. Finlay paid several instalments regu- 
larly, and then for a subsequent instalment 
the cheque was sent a single day late. The 
cheque was returned and the whole amount 
claimed. Default interest was charged, 
and when Mr. Finlay came before the 
Court he had been compelled to pay, 
besides £114 in instalments, a sum of 
£600—£714 in all—for the loan of £300 
from 13th November, 1890, to 20th 
February, 1892. All that was done 
within the four corners of the law. This 
was not one of the Gordon cases, but the 
second case was. In the other case an 
English farmer named Adams borrowed 
£50 from Isaac Gordon in November, 
1892, and signed a promissory note for 
£200. Further advances were made of 


| £50 in February, 1893, of £20 in June, 


and of £50 in November, 1893. Between 


| November, 1892, and September, 1894, 
'Mr. Adams paid £461, and in October, 


| 1894, Gordon claimed that £500 was still 
owing in respect to an advance of £220. 
This shows what is possible under the 


so doing perhaps I ought to explain how | present law. Gordon took proceedings 
it is that I come to be in charge of | in the County Court at Birmingham on 


such a measure. 
with local government, and I move the 
Second Reading because for two sessions 
I presided over the Select Committee 


which inquired into the whole matter. | 


Apart from that inquiry and the light 
thrown by it, I have no special knowledge 
of the subject. I took Shakespeare's 
advice: I have never been a borrower or a 
lender. But when I went to preside at 
that Committee, I went believing as a 
free trader, that there should be free trade 
in money as in everything else, and that if 


aman chose to be a fool it was impossible | 


to save him from his own folly. I entered 
the Committee holding those views very 
strongly, but I must confess that two 
sessions upstairs of rather exciting work 
cured me entirely of these heresies. I | 
found instead of representing free 
trade in money it frequently represented | 
free trade in rascality and fraud. The | 
provisions of this Bill are not aimed 
at legitimate money-lending, with which 
no one desires to interfere. I will | 
give the House two illustrations that 
came before the Committee of the system 
against which the Bill is directed. An 
unfortunate Irish landowner named Fin- | 


It has nothing to do | one promissory note. 


Whilst these were 
| pending a bailiff came and took possession 
of Mr. Adams’s property, Gordon, who 
_had an office in Glasgow, having proceeded 
against Mr. Adams there without his 
knowledge in connection with a second 
promissory note. By a proceeding which, 
[ believe, is called “summary diligence,” 
Mr. Adams was sold up and ruined. The 
Committee listened to many other cases of 
a similar character to these. It has been 
made a matter of complaint that they 
had not heard cases of legitimate money- 
lending, but that was because they were 
' only commissioned to inquire into these 
cases of hardship. After hearing the 
evidence the Committee came to the 
following conclusion— 


“ After carefully considering the evidence 


| which has been given in regard to particular 


transactions and the general expressions of 
opinion of persons so well qualified to form 


|a judgment as Sir Henry Hawkins, Sir 
| James Charles Mathew, Sir George Lewis, 
| the Inspector General in Bankruptcy, and the 


County Court Judges, your Committee have 
unhesitatingly come to the conclusion that the 
system of money lending by professional 
money-lenders at high rates of interest is 
productive of crime, bankruptcy, unfair 
advantage over other creditors of the borrower, 
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extortion from the borrower’sfamily and friends, 
and other serious injuries to the community. 

“And although your Committee are satistied 
that the system is sometimes honestly con- 
ducted, they are of the opinion that only in 
rare cases 1s a person benefited by a loan ob- 
tained from a professional money-lender, and 
that the evil attendant upon the system far 
outweighs the good. 

“ They therefore consider that there is urgent 
need for the interposition of the legislature 
with a view to removing the evil.” 


That being the view of the Committee, 
and the Government as well, the ques- 
tion arises is the Bill adequate, and does 
it proceed on proper lines? There are 
clause; to which, I believe, no objection can 
be taken. There are clauses dealing with 
the registration of money-lenders, which 
seek to enact that a money-lender must 
be registered and must trade under one 
name only, as it was proved that a 
favourite mode was to carry on business 
under different names in different towns. 
But the real issue is not in these clauses at 
all. The first question is, should there be 
legislative interference? I say the Bill 
answers that. The second question is, 
ought the principle which is embodied 
in the Bill in Clause 1—the principle 
which enables the Judges of the country 
to review and revise certain contracts— 
to prevail? The Committee came to a 


very clear pronouncement upon that. | 


The Committee consisted, I think, of 
fifteen members, and there wes one dis- 
sentient to the paragraph I am about to 
read. They state— 

“ After considering the whole of the evi- 
dence your Committee have arrived at the 
conclusion that the only effective remedy for 
the evils attendant on the system of money- 
lending by professional money-lenders is to 
give to the Courts absolute and unfettered dis- 
cretion in dealing with these transactions.” 


Section 1 of the Bill carries out this 
recommendation. It is important to bear 
in mind exactly what Section 1 proposes 
to do. There is an idea that Section 1 
provides that if a money-lender lends 
money at arate of interest exceeding 
that which is in the schedule of the 


Bill he willl break the law, and 
that it will be impossible for him 
to recover. This is not the case. First 


of all, no case can come up for re- 
view unless the rate of interest set out 
in the schedule of the Bill has been ex- 
ceeded ; but that is not all. No case can 
come up for review and revision unless, 
in addition to the interest being in excess 
of the scheduled rate, the Court has reason 


Mr. T. W. Russell. 


{COMMONS} 


experience in 





Bill. 684 


to believe that the transaction in iteelf is 
harsh and unconscionable. The House will 
bear in mind that there are two 
conditions ; first, the rate of interest 
must be beyond the rate provided 
in the schedule, and secondly the court 
must come to the conclusion that the 
transaction is a harsh and unconscionable 
transaction. I believe these terms are 
known to the law, although I am not a 
lawyer. If these two conditions are ful- 
filled, and only in such case, the court may 
set aside, vary, or cancel the contract. | 
am aware that there are hon. Members in 
the House who deny that there ought to 
be interference, and who have the same 
view to-day as that with which I started 
on the inquiry, but if there is to be inter- 
ference at all, and if we are to be saved 
from the scandal under the present law— 
because it is a scanda]—I do not think any 
Bill could be more rigidly and more closely 
safeguarded than this Bill is. The out- 
standing question, and I admit it isa 
| fair one to argue, is—Is this power of re- 
| vision and review a power which ought to 
[be conferred on the J udges of the 
country? The Committee at all events 
| practically decided with one dissentient 
_ that it was a power which ought to be 
given. It was strongly recommended 
|and supported by Lord Brampton, then 
Sir Henry Hawkins, who was examined 
before the Committee, by Sir George 
|Lewis, who, perhaps, has had more 

matters of this kind 
| than any living man, and who gave the 


| strongest and clearest evidence that this 
| was the only principle which would at all 
| touch the evil. It was recommended by 
| Judge Lumley Smith, a most experienced 
| county court judge, Sir Frederick Falkiner, 
| Recorder of the City of Dublin, the Chief 
| Registrar inBa nkruptcy of Ireland, and by 
Mr. Roxburgh, assistant judge at the Lord 
Mayor’s Court in London. The Committee 
quite recognised that this was a serious 
power to confer, but they were greatly 
strengthened in recommending it by the 
fact which was proved in evidence by 
every lawyer who was examined, that 
this very power is now exercised in the 
Court of Chancery in regard to expectant 
heirs, and I believe, at least the evidence 
stated, that the principle has been carried 
very much further in the courts than 
that. It is not a new principle that 1s 
introduced by the Bill for the first time, 
and I am bound to say that in the 
Courts where these’cases are principally 
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{21 JUNE 1900} 


Bill. 686 


heard there is the widest discretion | mittee, and I am perfectly certain that 


already existing and which is sometimes 
used in a way that is open to question. 
I refer to the County Courts. The 
County Courts are largely in those 
matters courts of arbitration, and what is 
happening every day in these places ? 
These hard bargains come before the 
County Court Judges.. They see and feel 
the hardship of the bargain, and they 
endeavour to do their best with such 


powers as they have to save the people 


from utter ruin and destruction. What 


do they do? 


ship and fixes the period of the payment 
of the instalments for a long time. He 
orders the debtor to pay one shilling a 
week, in some cases sixpence a week, and 
discretion of that kind is really more 
serious for the money-lender than the 
discretion which the Bill will confer. 
There is an idea current also which ought 
to be corrected—that this Bill fixes the 
rate of interest and practically re-enacts 
the old usury law. It does nothing of 
the kind. That proposal was made by 
Mr. Justice Mathew, and he argued the 
ease most strongly before the Com- 


mittee that it would be _ infinitely 
better to fix the rate at 10 per 
cent. than to vest any such dis- 


¢eretion in the Judges. Probably if we 
had fixed the rate of interest in the Bill, 
there would have been considerable ob- 
jection to it, and the Committee, at all 
events, declined to adopt that suggestion, 
and reported in favour of the discretion 
which is to be found in the Bill. This 
ought also to be borne in mind. There 
is another idea current, and I am bound 
to say money-lenders themselves hold 
that the money-lender is confined to the 
rate of interest set out in the Bill. 
Nothing of the kind. If he charges a 
rate of interest in excess of that in the 
schedule, and a case is brought into court, 
there must, in addition to that, be a 
harsh and unconscionable case made out, 
and I think that isa very great safeguard. 
I have tried to explain the Bill. It is not 
a complicated measure, and I think it 
deals very effectively with a great evil. I 
have no desire, and I am sure no one who 
sat on the Committee has any desire, to 
deny the difficulties that surround the 
question. 
Second Reading, there will be abundant 
Toom for legitimate Amendments in Com- 


Why, anyone reading the | 
newspapers can see what is done in many | 
of these courts. The Judge sees the hard- | 
sorry that the duty of moving the 
rejection of the Bill should devolve on 


If the House gives the Bill a' 


those in charge of the Bill are ready in all 


‘matters of detail to keep an open mind. 
Iam sure that anything short of giving 


the Court absolute and unfettered discre- 
tion in such cases would not be a remedy 


| worth the paper the Bill is printed on, 
‘and it is because I believe this that I 


confidently move the Second Reading of 
the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. T. IV. Russell.) 


Mr. BIRRELL (Fifeshire, W.): I am 


me. A few months ago I had much 
brighter hopes. That distinguished 
man, Sir Edward Clarke, would have 
moved the rejection of the Bill; but 
he has thought fit to resign his seat, 
and he has thereby impoverished our 
debates, and without, so far as I can 
see, either strengthening or weakening 
the position of Lord Roberts in the field 
of action. Failing Sir Edward Clarke, I 
had hopes that the rejection of the Bill 
would be moved by a distinguished lawyer 
who sat opposite me, but he also is gone, 
although I am told that somebody 
very like him may still be seen in 
another part of the House. For 
my purpose he is worse than dead. 
He would have moved the rejection 
of the Bill, but now he will be most 
infallibly bound to vote in favour of it. 
However, conscious of my many short- 
comings and infirmities, 1 am going to 
ask the House to bear with me while I 
risk becoming a pedant or a bore. I 
shall ask hon. Members to do what they 
never like doing, and that is, to keep 
separate and distinct two things which 
have nothing whatever to do with one 
another, and which I think are muddled 
and mixed up in this measure. These 
two things are, the rate of interest. which 
people may charge for the use of 
money, and fraud, deception, oppression, 
concealment of material facts, or 
any other term which may _ be 
used to describe fraud and deceit. 
I hope the Members of the House will 
endeavour to keep these two things 


‘separate and distinct in their minds. The 


price you charge for the use of money 
is, of course, known as usury. I quite 
agree that there is an enormous amount 
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of literature existing on the subject of | 


usury, and a great many people of the 
utmost wisdom have an objection to 
usury altogether. The greatest lawyer 
that ever lived —Moses—I cannot tell the 
Attorrey General what his emoluments 
were—forbade usury altogether among 
the -hosen people ; but he also did what 
the Bill does not do. Moses forbade 
pawnbroking, because he distinctly told 


them that if any of the people took a, 
pledge from his neighbour, his blanket 


or his clothing, as soon as the sun went 
down he should return it to him, so that 
he might be covered during the night. 
For centuries the Christian Church for- 
bade access to the Mass to all usurers, 
even though they disguised themselves 
under the name of bankers. Bankers 
did not “lend money ” within the meaning 
of this Bill, but the Christian Church 
knew of no such subterfuge. After 
the Reformation, many of the Protes- 
tant Churches adopted the same rule. 
Learned treatises on the subject may still 
be found which it is well worth while to 
read. Strong views were entertained 
against usury by Mr. John Ruskin, who 
advocated a!l the doctrines that were 
most unpopular to the spirit of the time, 
and in regard to whom, therefore, I need 
scarcely say a very strong feeling indeed 
found utterance in Zhe Times on the pro- 
posal that so great a man should be 
buried in Westminster Abbey. How- 
ever that may be, experience proves 


that usury continued and _ interest 
was still charged on money, and 
so the subject came to be investi- 


gated by thinkers and philosophers. 
The idea very soon sprang up that you 
should adopt a limit of legal interest, and 
that was the practice for a long time. 
First, prohibition was tried, then regula- 
tion ; but in this country thinkers, among 
whom were Hume and Adam Smith, 
demonstrated in a most convincing 
manner that any attempt to interfere by 
law directly or indirectly with the rate 
which one man was to charge another for 
the use of his money was not only absurd 
but was injurious to the borrower, the 
person who most stands in need of it. I 
must confess I had thought that Jeremy 
Bentham, in his celebrated “Defence of 
Usury,” published in 1816, had given the 
coup de gréce to the notion which is found 
in this Bill. A Select Committee of this 
House in 1818 sat upon this question, 
and, although I have no desire to say a 


My. Birrell. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 688. 


word against reform in Parliament, the 
Report of that . Committee of the 
old unreformed Parliament contrasts 
very favourably with the more demo- 
cratic procedure of the present day, 
That Committee directly recommended 
the abolition of the usury laws. That 
change took a considerable time in this 
country ; but in 1854 every appearance of 
them disappeared altogether, and there 
has been nothing in this country since in 
any way suggesting what interest should 
be charged for the use of money. But 
the abolition of the usury laws in no way 
affected the doctrines of our Courts as to 
the effect of fraud or deception upon any 
transactior: in which it might be proved 
by proper evidence that fraud or decep- 
tion had appeared. I always like, when 
I can, to clothe my own crude ideas in 
judicial language, because it imparts 
dignity to debate which it would not 
otherwise possess. I should like to read 
the observations made by a distinguished 
judge, Sir John Stuart, in the case of 
Barratt v. Hartley, shortly after the 
repeal of the usury laws— 


“Tt is an observation of some importance, 
now that the usury laws are repealed, that one 
effect of Such repeal was to bring into opera- 
tion, to a greater extent thar: formerly another 
branch of the jurisdiction of the Court which 
existed long before—I mean that principle of 
the Court which prevented any oppressive 
bargain, or any advantage, exacted from a man 
under grievous necessity and want of money 
from prevailing against him. Whoever has 
attended to the subject must have seen that 
the moment the usury laws were repealed the 
lender of money became enabled to exact any- 
thing he pleased in the name of interest—from 
that moment the jurisdiction of the Court 
was likely to be called into active opera- 
tion.” 


That is the point I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the House to. We are asked to 
amend the law, but what is the law at the 
present time? I am the more emboldened 
to ask this question because this wonder- 
ful Committee over which my hon. friend 
presided did not know, and many of its 
members remained from beginning to end 
in complete ignorance of, what the 
law of England is at the present. 
moment on this subject. For centuries 
the common law of England has vitiated 
every transaction in which it was found 
that fraud had entered or had contributed 
to the making of the transaction. It is 
an insult to the common law of this. 
country to suggest that anybody can 
practise fraud or deceit and come into 
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Court and get the benefit of the bargain. 
Our rude ancestors, however, held that 
it was not enough for a man to come into 
Court snivelling and whining and saying 
that he had been cheated; he was re- 
quired to prove it. That is one of the 
reasons why I to-day offer the greatest 
possible objection to the Bill. If you 
can prove fraud or deception, suppres- 
sion of material facts, or show in 
any way that the lender is taking advan- 
tage of the borrower, or that he has 
forced the contract upon him, the lender 


cannot make good his claim in any Court , 


of the country. Consider what you have 
already done in this House by statute. 
So long ago as 1874 this House passed 


a law whereby a contract for the loan of | 


money to any infant whatever was 
declared ab initio void, and was incapable 
of ratification or confirmation on the 
infant attaining full age. Indeed, in 
1892, inspired by that hysteria which 
seems to be the characteristic of the clos- 
ing years of the century, we passed 
another Act declaring that anyone who 
sends a circular offering to lend money 
to an infant may be sent to prison as a 
felon for three months, although the 
person offering money may have reason 
to suppose that the infant is of full age. 
This Bill seeks to make the punishment 
even more severe. Infants have already 
received the most complete protec- 
tion that it is possible to give 
I quite admit that it is a babyish age, 
and if people think that the age ought to 
he extended I would offer no objection to 
the period of infancy being twenty-five 
years. As one having considerable expe- 
rience in drawing up wills, I know that is 
now the age almost invariably selected by 
testators with large estates or property 
as that at which their offspring should 
attain their majority. I knew a case of 
aman who fixed fifty-two as the age, and 
the son when he reached that age gave a 
party to celebrate the occasion, at which 
everyone was present except the trustees, 
of whom, he frankly said, he had seen 
quite enough. It is within the power of 
testators, if they think proper, to extend 
the age beyond twenty-one, but the pro- 
tection of infants does not stop there. 
The doctrines of our Courts of equity, 


which are now the doctrines of our Courts | 
-who had been County Court judge in 


of law, have been stretched to their 
furthest limits for the protection of 
borrowers. Therefore I am prepared to 


assert that if you can prove fraud or 
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oppression, if you can prove a harsh or 
unconscionable bargain amounting to evi- 
dence of fraud, the laws of this country 
are not in the lamentable position 
which this excited Committee would 
have us believe they are in. If a 
person is in a position to show that 
he has been cheated or got the better of 
in an unfair manner, he has no difficulty 
whatever in getting rid of his bargain. 
If we come to the Bill itself we find a 
very inflammatory preamble. There was 
a time when this House objected to a 
preamble ; I never object to the preamble 
of a Bill; it is often the only interesting 
part of a measure. That very distin- 
guished historian, Mr. Froude, has 
written a History of England in twelve 
volumes, chiefly from the preambles of 
Acts of Parliament in the reign of Henry 
VIII. I ask the House to look at the 
preamble of this Bill, in order to judge of 
the spirit in which the Committee up- 
stairs approached the consideration of 
this subject. The words are— 


“Whereas certain peo trading as, and 
known by the name of, money-lenders ” 


—well, anyone who lends money is a 


/ money-lender— 


“carry on their business of lending money by 
deceptive methods, and inflict by harsh and 
uncouscionable bargains great injury upon 


| those who borrow money from them ; and it is 


expedient that such money-lenders and their 
methods of carrying on such business of money- 
lending should be subject to control,” ete. 


I do not hesitate to say that you could 
have a Bill with respect to borrowers in 
the preamble of which every word I have: 
just read might be said of them. 


“ Whereas certain persons trading as, and 
known by the name of, money borrowers carry 
on their business of borrowing money by de- 
ceptive methods, and inflict by harsh and 
unconscionable bargains great injury upon 
those who lend money to them.” 


That is not the way in which a question 


of this sort should be approached. This 


Committee had a very great deal of very 


_ good evidence and sound sense put before 


them in the course of their proceedings, 
There 


was his Honour, Judge Collier, a man 


Liverpool for twenty-four years. His 
evidence was that the people of Liver- 
pool knew perfectly well what they were: 
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about when they borrowed money from {many human beings to death, should 


these people. He says— 


# 
“ Théy borrow money at the beginning of | 
the week ; woh pay it with the interest, which | 
ess 


is hardly ever 


| have thought so little of a Parliamentary 
Committee as to tell them this story— 


“T will give you one instance that occurred 


than a penny in the shilling | t? my own knowledge. I was placed in a 


a week, on the Saturday, and then on the | very painful position to know what to do 


Monday they borrow it again.” 


In reference to the discretion this Bill 


proposes to vest in County Court Judges, | 


he says— 


“TI think it would lead to enormous litiga- 


‘tion, because there would not be a case in the 


| with the man, and ultimately I did deal 
|him out as light a sentence as [ could 
| conscientiously do under the circumstances, 

e was @ man who was in a very respect- 
able position; he had married a wife, a 
very nice woman, who was very much attached 
| to him and he to her; his income was very 
| small, that is to say, £200 a year—some very 


| 
| 


| small income at all events ; he tried to do the 


County Court in which the gong would not | best he could to make a good home for her; 


itry to get the order set aside on the ground 
that the charge was unconscionable.” 
This evidence of Judge Collier as to 
the character of the people of Liverpool 
seemed to be rather too much for some 
members of the Committee, and they put 
it down to the extraordinary intelligence 
-of Liverpool. A member puts it to him 
in this way— 

“The population of Liverpool is an artisan 
population, rubbing their wits together, and 
you would describe them as decidedly a sharp 


population, would you not?—Oh, I should 
‘think so, certainly.” 


As a native of Liverpool I have no objec- 
tion to Liverpool being regarded as 
radiating with wisdom, so that people 
twenty’ miles away are able to get the 
better of a money-lender, but I hardly 
think that is the true explanation. My 
‘own opinion is that if I were a money- 
lender I would far rather carry on my 
business in a large city than in a country 
district. I do not think the quiet intelli- 
gence of the country people is so apt to 
be deceived as the quick-witted artisan 
population of Liverpool. But that is an 
example of how the Committee seemed 
bent not only not to hear evidence show- 
ing the legitimacy of a great deal of 
money-lending, but to put almost. a kind 
of pressure upon every witness who came 
before them to speak of the horrors of 
the practice. I must confess that they 
got one witness, at least, who fooled them 
to the top of their bent. There was a 
‘distinguished man, Sir Henry Hawkins, 
now Lord Brampton, who told them a 
story. 
had not read it in a Blue-book, that a 


Judge of his great distinction, who has | 


been a member of the Bench for I do not 


know how many vears, who has presided | 


over I do not know how many assizes, 
who has condemned I do not know how 


Mr. Birrell. 


I could really hardly believe, if I | 


the result was that the first year he a little 
| exceeded his income—not much (£40 or £50) ; 
| he had recourse toa money-lender (these trans- 
| sactions came before me) at a large rate of 
| interest. Naturally, as anybody who knew 
| his circumstances and position would expect 
| (he never thought of it), at the end of the year 
| he was worse off than at the beginning, be- 
| cause he owed more interest than the loan 
| amounted to. Under those circumstances he 
thought he would avail himself of the chances 
| of the turf, and he backed a horse or horses 
|at very large odds—I think it was 100 
to 1, or something of that sort. Well, 
anybody who thought of the matter 
would think it was really a 100 to 1 
chance whether he ever made anything 
out of it; but he looked upon it as a 
dead certainty. When the race was run he 
not only lost his few pounds that he had put 
on the horses, but was worse off still; there 
was his debt to the money-lender still due; 
he had hoped to pay it off with his turf 
winnings. The result was that he was put to 
his wits’ end. I have no doubt he was in- 
tending to be honest, that is to say in the 
‘result, but unfortunately he had the means of 
forging names which gave him the opportunity 
| of realising a sum ef money sufficient to satisfy 
his then immediate wants. He explained to 
me (and I believed him, and I believe every- 
body else did, for he had a most estimable 
| character) that his intention was not to steal 
| the money absolutely, but to save and repay 
the debt, but he was overtaken before he had 
the opportunity of doing it. Well, that is 
forgery. It places the Judge in a very painful 
| position to know what punishment to award 
to a man of that sort ; but under the circum- 
stances I met the difficulty as best I could, 
and gave him that amount of punishment 
which I thought was lenient under the cireum- 
stances, as it ought to be; but that is the 
‘mischief. That, to my mind, is a strong 
instance of the misery which is brought about 
by these extortionate money-lenders.” 


The Chairman said— 


“In the case you have mentioned this 
young man first went to the money-lender ? 

“The learned Judge: He innocently, and 
with a view ot making his little home comfort- 
| able for his wife, a little exceeded his income. 

“He went to the money-lender; then he 
took to betting. Would you say that it was 
| the case that men take to betting and resort 
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to the money-lender’s office to pay the bets ?— | mittee itself. There are seventy-nine- 
[ think very often. | gentlemen—twenty-three High Court 


ng ow! a Lewis’s evidence ?— Judges and fifty-six County Court Judges 
ee ee. : '—who will have this discretion of upset- 
“So [says the Chairman] it encourages | ,. * 
cambling and-leads to crime ? —It does.” ting any contract whatsoever if the 
’ ; interest is more than 15 per cent. per 
All I can say is that I am surprised ; annum, and if in their opinion there is 
that no member of the Committee was | Treason to believe that the bargain is 
bold enough to tell the learned Judge, | harsh and unconscionable. I know that, 
with the utmost deference, that the 8 a great French critic said it is very 
Strand Magazine was a better vehicle for difficult to speak of chastity chastely, so 
telling a story of that sort than a Blue- 1 1s difficult to speak of discretion dis- 
look published at the expense of the | creetly, and it is not less difficult if the 
country. We will come now to the Bill | discretion of which 7 speak is that 
itself. I will say at once that I have two | peculiar kind called “judicial. _ Every- 
objections to this measure ; it strikes a | body knows that so long as a judge is 
blow at those pillars of every rational | confined to his proper duty —namely, the: 
system of modern jurisprudence—first, ascertainment of the law as it is at the 
the stability of contracts, and secondly, | moment, or the proper weight and effect 
the necessity for preserving accurately | t be given to the evidence which has been 
what you mean by strict legal proof. | submitted to him and to the ordinary 
Consider the effect of this Bill. Clause 1 | test of cross-examination, so powerful are 
says— the traditions of a lifetime, so strong are 
. : the habits of legal training, that, enormous 
; x ee ea a as is the difference between one Judge and 
) a . . . 
+ Aol lent weer the passing of thie, Act, a1 another in capacity, learning, astuteness, 
the enforcement of any agreement or security and acumen, yet nevertheless the differ- 
made or taken after the passing of this Act, in ence between the decisions of various 
respect of money lent either before or after the | judges will be comparatively small. But 


ssing of this Act, and the court has reason . 
fo balieve that the interest charged in respect the moment you say to a Judge, “It is 


of the sum actually lent exceeds the rate of | for you, independently of evidence, inde- 
interest mentioned in the schedule to'this Act, pendently of strict proof, but exercising 
or that the amounts charged for expenses, in- your own fancies and idiosyncrasies, to say 


quiries, fines, bonus, premium, renewals, or any | . 8 ° 
other charges, are excessive, and that, in either practically what is a proper rate of interest 


case, the transaction is harsh and unconscion- : for a man in Bradford or Leeds to 
able, the court may re-open the transaction, charge another man for the loan of £4,” 
and take an account between the money-lender | the moment you say that, you throw open 


and the person sued, and may, notwithstand- ; : : at 
ing any statement or settlement of account or the door to every kind and variety of per- 


any agreement purporting to close previous | Sonal opinion in the Judges themselves. I 
dealings and create a new obligation, re-open _ am absolutely certain that were this Bill 


auy account already taken between them, and to become law, and were three money- 


relieve the person sued from payment of any : ® 
sam in excess of the sum adjudged by any | lenders to be pursuing what you are 


court to be fairly due in respect of such prin- | Pleased to call their remedies in three 
cipal, interest and charges as the court, having Courts of the Queen’s Bench Division, 
regard to the risk and all the circumstances, | whether they got 5 per cent., 15 per 


may adjudge to be reasonable; and if any , - .: ; a 
sesh excess has been paid, or allowed in ac- | CD*, OF the percentage provided in their 


count, by the debtor, may order the ereditor to | 4greement would depend entirely upon 
repay it; and may set aside, either wholly or | the personal idiosyncrasy of the partieular- 
in part, or revise, or alter, any security given’ Judge who might happen to come into 
or agreement made in respect of money lent that particular Court at half-past ten or 
by the money-lender, and if the money-lender | ’ . 2 
has parted with the security may order him to , eleven o'clock in the morning. Many 
indemnify the borrower or other person sued.” | Judges have been heard to say in the 
| County Courts that they will never give 
[have no desire to speak otherwise than | more than 5 per cent. interest to a money- 
most respectfully of all the Judges in the | lender ; they think it is wrong to do so :: 
land, but it is quite impossible not to con- | they are animated by that spirit of hatred! 
sider this question of judicial discretion , of the whole class of money-lenders which. 
and to consider what effect we ought to, breathes through the spirited preamble 
give to the very powerful observations of which I ventured to read to the House.. 
Mr. Justice Mathew before this Com-: Other Judges are inclined to hold men 
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‘strictly to their contracts, and they say | ordinarily good character he obtains his 
that a man ought to pay what his con-; small loan without security and without 


tract says he should pay, unless he can | 


prove fraud or deception, or something of 
that kind. This question of judicial dis- 
cretion is one of the utmost importance. 
I quite agree with what was said by Lord 
Penzance on a celebrated occasion ; I will 
not quote the whole of his remarks, but 
he wound up by saying, “Speaking 
generally, when discretion begins, the 
proper administration of the law, as 
such, comes to an end.” I venture 
to say that that is a sound and incon- 
trovertible proposition. We do not want 
seventy-nine gentlemen to be constituted 
censors of what is a fair bargain between 
two parties. We want our Judges to 
be contined to considering whether it is 
proved to their satisfaction that a trans- 
action is harsh and unconscionable. 





I do | 


not particularly object to the phrase | 


“harsh and unconscionable” ; but in the 
Courts of Equity from time immemorial 


proof has been required, and that does | 


not depend upon the whim or fancy of | 


any individual Judge. During the last 


few months I have done my best to ascer- | 


tain whether there is not likely to be 


inflicted upon the poor of this country a | 


very great hardship if this Bill is passed, 
and I have come to the conclusion that 
that is so. 


In the north of England, and | 


I dare say in other parts where there are | 


poor men—it may be a hawker, who 


wishes to get a stock for his wallet or | 


his bag to go to a fair or a race-meeting 
where he is likely to get a good return 
for his money—there are countless trans- 
actions where a man wants a loan of £4 
or £5. Who is going to let him have it ? 


Will the members of this Committee lend | 


every poor man who wants it £5 7 
at all; it would not fall within the 
scope of their avocations. But the 
business is carried on in a_ perfectly 
legitimate fashion. 
wants a loan goes to the lender, carrying 
with him his credentials, 
gilt-edged securities. | Hon. Members 
when they want to borrow £50,000 or 
£60,000 or a smaller sum for 
election expenses go to their bankers 
with gilt-edged securities or the nearest 
approach they have thereto, but such a 
man as I am referring to takes his rent- 
book to show that at least he is not in 
arrear with his rent, while inquiries 
show that he is not a defaulter in the 
‘County Court, and if he bears an 


Mr. Birrell. 


Not | 


| 


The poor man who | 


They are not | 
|than 15 per cent. per annum, you are 


their | 
| charge for every transaction of this sort. 





sureties. And what else does he obtain ? 
He obtains what is to him the inestimable 
privilege of repaying the money in 
driblets. That is of the very essence of 
poverty. Notwithstanding all the state- 
ments of this excited Committee, I believe 
it is a very great service to a great num- 
ber of poor men all over the country to 
be able to obtain, if their characters are 
anything like reasonable, these small 
loans. One half of the world does not 
know how the other half lives, and it 
will be an act of cruelty to a great num- 
ber of poor people in this country 
if you place such an obstacle as 
this in the way of their obtaining such 
loans. Look at the scale in this Bill. 
The scale allowed for £50 for a month is 
12s. 6d. Is it unreasonable if a man 
charges 15s. for the loan of £50 for a 
month? I do not think many men in 
this House would do it. In fact, this 
business cannot be carried on without 
very considerable office expenditure, so 
as to be able to ascertain particulars of 
the character of the would-be borrower, 
and you must ina great many instances 
make bad debts. Peop:e usually look 
upon this matter as if each transaction 
was absolutely isolated, and that the 
lender got 50 per cent., or whatever it is, 
clear. How unreasonable ! You have to 
consider the average of the transactions 
throughout the year. I do not believe it 
will be found in any well-conducted loan 
society or company of this kind, if a 
proper inquiry is made, that the average 
rate of interest is more than 10 per cent. 
or 12 per cent. on the whole capital 
involved. I therefore say that by insert- 
ing in this Bill the provision that a 
County Court Judge or a Judge of the 
High Court should be at liberty to set 
aside every solemn contract, however long 
it may have been in operation or what 
ever cash payments have been made 
under it, whenever the interest is more 


practically saying that in the opinion 
of this House 15 per cent. is enough to 


I have no hesitation in saying that any 
Judge who has an aversion to money- 
lenders, who is animated by something of 
the spirit of the hon. Member who moved 
the Second Reading of this Bill, will con- 
sider himself at liberty, whenever the 
interest is more than this 15 per cent., 
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to deride that he has reason to believe { obligation because he did not know he 


that the transaction is harsh and uncon- 
scionable, and to act in any way his dis- 
cretion may suggest to him. I say that 
15 per cent. on a small loan, repaid in 
driblets extending over many months, is 
an absurdly small sum. Look at pawn- 
brokers. 
or something which is more than ample 


A pawnbroker gets your watch | 


security, and the law allows him to charge | 


% per cent. But you say that in the 
case of a poor man who obtains a loan 


without any security, the interest is to | 


be calculated at so much per annum 
instead of per weck (because the repay- 
ments are so much per week), and I con- 
tend that 15 per cent. is an absurdly 
small and unreasonable charge to be made 
for the loan. I must apologise to the 
House for detaining it at such length, but 
I really do want this to be considered as 
a serious question. I believe that by 
passing this Bill you will inflict a very 


grave hardship on the very people whose | 


condition you want to make better. 
Their lot is hard enough now, heaven 
knows. The poor man has to pay heavily 
for everything. He has to pay heavily 
for his house and for his food, and now 
you are going to make him pay mere 


_ was dealing with Isaac Gordon. I con- 
| fess I thought it was strong law, but it 
| was the law of Lord Justice Vaughan 
| Williams, Lord Justice Rigby, and Lord 
| Justice Smith, and, as Isaac Gordon is 
not in a position to carry the case to the 
Honse of Lords, I expect the law of Eng- 
land it will always remain. Do not think 
so meanly of the law of your country as 
to suppose that this Bill is necessary. It 
is nothing of the kind, and I beg to move 
that the Bill be read a second time this 
day six months. 


Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff) : I think the 
House has no reason to complain that the 
task of moving'the rejection of this Bill fell 
into the hands of the hon: and learned 
Member opposite, who has delighted us 


with the skill and vigour with which he 


has spoken. The first thing I would say 


' with regard to the Bill is that the House 


ought not to suppose that it deals merely 
with the case of a few money-lenders. 


| The great objection to it is that it runs 
‘counter to the principles which have 


heavily for his money when he has to | 


borrow, because, by putting difficulties in 
the way of such transactions, you will 
very likely throw him into the hands of 
the rogues and impostors. As Jeremy 
Bentham said years ago, “If a man can- 
not horrow he will sell,” and there is 
nothing in your precious law to prevent a 
man realising at a miserable sacrifice the 
small belongings of his house. He may 
sell for next to nothing things which cost 


governed the commercial legislation of 
this country during the century. Our 
commercial legislation has been entirely 
in favour of freedom and of removing all 
shackles from industry and commerce. 


|The present Bill goes entirely in the 


him a great deal, but he must not borrow. | 
There is supposed to be something pecu- | 
larly sanctified about a contract of bor- | 
rowing, but there is nothing of the kind. | be much better if the Government had 
A contract of selling should be invested | placed it in the hands of some hon. 
with exactly the same sanctity if there is | Member who was familiar with commercial 


any—but it is not. You will not let a 
man borrow, you condemn him to sell, and 
that is a very grave and serious disaster. 


Task the House most carefully to con- | 


sider whether it is worth while, just | 
because there are a few rogues and im- 


postors in the country, with whom I 
honestly believe the present law is quite 
strong enough to deal, to inflict, through 
this Bill, a grave injury upon the very 
poor, 
account, but before he went a court of 
this country discharged a man from his 


opposite direction. It is important to 
look at its object. The hon. Gentleman 
who introduced it was the Chairman of 
the Committee on whose Report the Bill 
is founded. He took credit to himself in 
his speech to-night that he had always 
followed the advice of Polonius— 
‘“‘ Neither a borrower nor a lender be.” I 
cannot help thinking that that shows the 
weakness of his present position in taking 
charge of a Bill of this kind. It would 


affairs and had been in the habit of dealing 
with money all his life. The Bill is of a 
sentimental character, and such as we are 
accustomed to see brought forward on 
Wednesday afternoons. It is a curious 
circumstance that the member of 


'the Government who is generally in 


‘is the hon. Gentleman himself. 


charge of such measures on Wednesday 
I sup- 


| pose other members of the Government 


Isaac Gordon has gone to his | 


do not care to take them in hand. At 
all events, they studiously absent them- 
selves from the House on such occasions. 
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This is a fair specimen of the kind of 
legislation to which we are accustomed 
on Wednesday afternoons, and perhaps 
that is the reason why it has been en- 
trusted to the hon. Member. I have 
seen a great many 


was perfectly astonished to find what a 


arge body of respectable people they are. | 


Their frequent complaint to me was that 
they had not had a fair hearing before 
the Money-lending Committee. One can 
understand that was so from the admis- 
sion made by the hon. Member to-night. 
He said it did not come within the terms 
of reference to the Committee to hear all 
the people who wished to be heard in 
defence of money-lenders. The 


about some very notorious money-lenders, 
and my chief objection to this Bill is that 
it is athoroughly vindictive Bill, founded 


on the misdeeds of one particular indi- | 


vidual. It is impossible to choose any 
worse principle as a guide in initiating 
legislation than to take some singular 
case of oppression or wrong and found a 
general Bill upon it. 
thenotorious Isaac Gordon, which wasdwelt 


upon with some reiteration in the Com- , 


mittee, and so much prejudice was raised 
throughout the country by the way the 
Committee dealt with that man that I 
venture to say that any money-lender at 
the present time would have less chance 


of justice at the hands of a British jury | 
than he would have had in the time of the | 
A British jury does not | 
allow any borrower to be ill-treated by | 


Plantagenets. 


the person from whom he has borrowed 
money ; on the contrary, a jury is likely 
to treat the lender with the greatest 
severity. 
founded on principles well known to the 
law, and that pawnbrokers, for instance, 
have their rates of interest limited ; but, 
as my hon. and learned friend opposite 
has pointed out, there is all the difference 
in the world between a pawnbroker and a 
money-lender. A pawnbroker lends on 
certain definite security, a certain fixed 
amount. The security is brought to him 
generally in the form 2f articles, of which 
the borrower is sorely in need, and the 
Legislature naturally deals with tenderness 
with such matters. But the money-lender 
lends money on a promissory note, as a 
rule, and gets no security. He lends on 
the credit and good faith of the borrower, 
and he is therefore entitled to charge a 


Mr. Maclean. 


{COMMONS} 


entlemen connected | 
with the money-lending business, and I | 


Com- | 
mittee heard a great deal of evidence | 


We had the case of | 


It is said that this Bill is’ 
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‘much greater rate of interest than a 
_pawnbroker, who lends on a definite 
‘security. Great complaint is made as to. 
the high rate of interest charged by the 
money-len‘er, but in*dealing with transac- 
tions of this kind we should not take a 
few individual examples oniy ; we should 
‘survey a wide field, and see what inte- 
rest is charged over all the transactions. 
in which money-lenders are engaged. I 
have seen the books of a smog haliods 
firm which has a very large business in 
the ‘country, amounting to £150,000 or 
| £200,000 a year, all lent in small sums. 
I have seen from these books that the. 
average rate of profit made by the firm 
does not exceed from 16 per cent. to 18 
per cent. per annum. The firm has very 
large expenses and runs great risks, and 
it frequently happens that the borrower 
cheats the firm instead of the firm cheat- 
ing the borrower. Does it do any harm 
to the country that money should be lent. 
‘in this way? On the contrary, it is of 
the greatest benefit indeed to vast multi- 
tudes of the people who are greatly in 
need from time to time of money to carry 
on their business. A very large pro- 
portion of the money lent by money- 
lenders is lent to tradesmen in a small 
way of business and to professional men. 
It very often happens that a man of that 
class gets into difficulties in which his 
‘credit is at stake, and he would be willing 
to pay not 10 per cent. nor 20 per cent. 
but 100 per cent. for money to tide him 
over his difficulties, and to save his good 
name, and to allow him to carry on busi- 
ness again ina fair way. That happens 
very frequently. No doubt many hoa. 
Members who have never wanted a 
‘guinea in their lives do not understand 
the position of these poor people, but 
every man who is engaged in business, 
and who has had ups and downs in his 
life, and has had to fight his way in the 
world, must know that over and over again 
there is no rate of interest which he would 
not pay for money to keep his head above 
water. This is done every day not only 
by money-lenders but by institutions in 
the City of London which lend money at 
‘a usurious rate of interest. I have in my 
recollection a case which happened a few 
years ago in which persons introducing a 
valuable invention were pressed to such 
‘an extent that they had to pledge all the 
credit of their directors, and were then at 
| their wits’ ends to get money. They bor- 
| rowed money at a usurious rate of interest 
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which removed their difficulties, and at the 
present time the concern is one of the 
most prosperous in the City of London ; 
the directors are very wealthy men, and 
the shareholders are now reaping the 
benefit of the money borrowed at that 
time. If that money had not been forth- 
coming the invention itself would have 
been lost to the world and the directors 
would have been plunged into the Bank- 
ruptey Court. That is an example of 
the good that is done by lending money 
in this way. I daresay there are some 
hon. Members in this House who, though 
they have never borrowed money for 
their own business, know what it is to 
borrow money for little speculations on 
the Stock Exchange. I ask them if they 
have not often paid a much higher rate of 
interest thanismentioned intheschedule in 
order to carry their speculations over from 
one settlement to another ? It is perfectly 
useless to attempt by Act of Parliament 
to limit the interest that should be paid 
on loans of this kind. It is said 
that the rate of interest is not 
fixed by this Bill, but under the first 
clause it is possible for any Judge in any 
Court in the land to reopen any money- 
lending transaction and fix any rate of 
interest he likes. He is not even bound 
by the rate of interest mentioned in the 
schedule. If he thinks the bargain is not 
just, he may reopen it, and absolute dis- 
cretion is left to him to fix any rate of 
interest he thinks sufficient payment for 
the money that has been borrowed. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman opposite has 
pointed out the incalculable mischief 
which will be produced if such an absolute 
discretion is left to every Judge in every 
Court in the land. I am sure many 
Judges on the Bench are men of the 
highest character and men to whom I 
should gladly leave the decision of any 

matter of this kind, but many of them 
would shrink from the responsibility 

which the hon. Gentleman without any 

hesitation wants to give them. So far, 

objection has been taken to the first 

clause in the Bill. There are many 

other clauses about registration, etc., 

which are good, and money-lenders as a 

body do not object to them. But this 

Bill proceeds on the principle laid down 

for making an admirable cucumber salad. 

You cut the cucumber, delicately mix the 

oil and vinegar, and then when complete 

you throw it out of the window. In this 

Bill you are taking most admirable pre- 


VOL. LXXXIV. [Fourtu Sertgs.] 
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| cautions to ensure that the money-lending 
business should be carried on respectably, 
and then in the first clause vou say 
that the business is not to be 
carried on at all. No doubt if this 
_ Bill passes it will be a serious blow to 
the freedom with which money is now 
‘lent throughout the country—money 
‘which is absolutely needed in many in- 
stances, and without which it will be very 
difficult for many small people to carry on 
business. That is the main objection 
which we take to this Bill. [second the 
motion of the hon. and jearned Gentle- 
man opposite with the greatest pleasure, 
because I think the Bill is one which is 
bound to fail in its intended effect, and 
one which is mischievous and reactionary 
in its design. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’ ””—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. WARR (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
The hon. Gentleman has given us as an 
| illustration a case where an invention was 
saved by borrowing money at a very high 
rate of interest. I[ care not if in such a 
case the rate was 50 per cent. or 75 per 
cent. This Bill would not in any way inter- 
fere with a transaction of that kina. 
Take the case of a ship in a foreign port. 
The owner has no money. He tries to 
get it from the ordinary sources, but does 
not succeed. He goes to a money-lender 
and borrows money at 20 per cent. or 30 
per cent. He then brings the ship home 
and handles the freight and pays his dis- 
bursements. There would be no relief 
for !:im from that bargain under this Bill, 
because it only applies to cases in which 
a court of law finds that the rate of in- 
terest was excessive and also that the bar- 
gain was harsh and unconscionable. In the 
two cases I have mentioned there would be 
no evidence of anything harsh or uncon- 
scionable. The whole transaction would 
be perfectly understood and would be 
entirely above board. The two contracting 
parties would have been equally free 
agents. On the other hand, supposing 
the loan is made to a Bank of England 
clerk, or to a clergyman, or to a 
Government official, and that, rely- 


ing on the ruin that publicity would 
2B 
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bring, the money-lender if the instalment | repute—I am quite willing to believe 
is not paid to the day and tothe very | that there are money-lenders who 
hour makes the application for renewal| conduct their business honestly — 
ef the loan the occasion first of getting | know far too well how to make any 
an admission of his account for principal, | relief on the part of the borrower as 
interest, and charges, and then taking a! the law now stands an absolute impossi- 
new promissory note for what is due upon | bility. I venture to doubt whether, apart 
the account so stated, including fines and | from cases in which heirs and reversioners 
eharges and interest at an inconsiderable | have been concerned, there have been a 
rate, with a huge rate of interest for the | dozen cases reported in the authorised 
further advances. I think it is not! reports in which relief has been given 
improbable, under such circumstances, | during the last thirty years. No doubt 
the lender having relied on the ruin | most of these cases come before County 
which would be involved by publicity, Courts; but according to Judge Owen, 
that the unfortunate borrower might | who gave valuable evidence before the 


-look for some relief under this Bill. | Committee, the County Courts have no 





It is not so much to the initial transac- 
tion as to the subsequent transactions 
that the Bill would apply. Can anyone 
say that under such circumstances the 
bargain is between two free agents? The 
lender is free, the borrower has a pistol 
at his head. Unless he agrees to the 
terms, whatever they are, he must 
be a ruined man. This Bill will en- 


able poor people to get justice done. | 


No one who sat in the Committee, as I 
had the honour of doing, and heard the 


power to set aside or cancel any agree- 
ments except agreements of sale. [| 
venture to think that no one reading 
the valuable evidence of Mr. Justice 
Mathew and Sir George Lewis can 
maintain that it is in the power of 
the Courts to give the relief that ought 
to be given in cases of this kind. The 
money-lender makes it absolutely impos- 
sible for the debtor to make out a case 
| for relief as the law now stands. Nothing 
is more significant than the dread the 





evidence can have the least doubt that | money-lenders themselves feel of legisla- 
some legislation of this kind is needed. It | tion on the lines of this Bill. That is 
is very significant that the first reference | the best proof of the need of legislation. 
to this Committee— which was established | It may be suggested that we have the 


on the initiation of my hon. friend the 
Member for Chester, to whom we owe so 
much in the matter—was confined to an 


inquiry into the evils of money-lending | 


between the poorer classes and _profes- 
sional moneylenders. It 
that it is more important that the poor 


should be relieved from oppression than | 
that the law should aid persons who have | 
less excuse or no excuse for finding | 


themselves in the hands of money- 
lenders, although it was subsequently 
extended to a general inquiry. J 
hon. and learned friend the Member 
for Fife says that the law as it stands 
affords a sufficient remedy. If so, I should 


like to know why it is that the Courts , 


are not resorted to in such cases. 
I do not dispute the fact that relief can 
be granted under the equitable jurisdic- 
tion of the Courts against harsh and un- 
conscionable bargains, but I think it will 
be admitted, and that the hon. and learned 


will be felt. 


My | 


| security of the criminal law. The hon. 
'and learned Member for West Fife did 
not refer to that remedy, but in criminal 
prosecutions there is very great difficulty, 
because practically a course of dealing 
with intent to defraud must be proved, 
, and it is obvious that witnesses 
' would be adverse to coming forward to 
state their personal experience. What 
we require is power to enable the courts 
/to reopen money-lending transactions if 
they are unjust, and to reopen them not- 
withstanding any settlement of account, 
and to force the money-lender to repay 
any amount unfairly taken by him. That 
is the effect of this Bill. I believe this 
Bill will not affect any honest dealing. If 
| there were no definition of a money-lender 
in the Bill, and if it were to apply to every 

transaction, I do not believe that the 
/honest trader would have anything to 
i fear from its operation. The Committee 


‘thought that Mr. Justice Mathew was 





Member for West Fife will admit, that | right when he said that there should be 
the cases are rare in which relief has been | no definition of a money-lender in the 
extended except to heirs, expectants, and | Bill, as there is not the slightest danger of 
reversioners. The money-lenders of the | its interfering with any legitimate busi- 
class who bring this business into dis-| ness. I never heard that any objection 


Mr. Warr. | 
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had been raised by any banker to the, Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
Committee’s proposals. Bankers know St. Albans): Really when I read this Bill 
very well that there would not be the I feel quite confused about the days of 
slightest danger of interference with any the week, and cannot say whether this is 
legitimate business under proposals such a Thursday, or a Wednesday, when 
as are embodied in the clause giving Private Members’ Bills are introduced. 
discretion to the Courts. The hon. Private Members, with the best possible 
and learned Member for West Fife intention in the world, on that day intro- 
seems to think that it is monstrous to duce Bills likely to produce the worst 
confer discretion upon Judges to review possible results. I cannot help thinking 
agreements which have been made. In that the Government do not intend to 
the first place, the power of the Courts persist with this Bill, and that it is only 
will rarely be invoked unless the interest ‘‘ out for an airing,” and that it is not in- 
exceeds the rate of interest in the Bill. tended to “ gallop or go” after the punish- 
Why should there be any doubt as to the ing disclosures of the hon. and learned 
capacity of the Judges to exercise their | Member for West Fife. The _ hon. 
discretion? I myself can remember Member for one of the Divisions of 
the time when bonds were constantly Liverpool pointed out to us some cases 
given upon the security of ships in which the Bill would affect ; but I want 
foreign ports. They are very rare | to know what cases it will affect, which 
now because the cable has made it quite it ought to affect, which are not already 
easy to pass money at almost a moment’s | affected by the law as it now stands? 
notice. The rate of interest on bonds of The hon. Member gave us one instance. 
that kind was oftentimes very high, and He spoke of a Bank of England clerk. 
the Courts always claimed the right to | I suppose Bank of England clerks are not 
reopen the agreement and to cut down allowed to borrow money, under the 
the rate of interest if in their discretion it, penalty of dismissal, and he re- 
was too high. I myself was acquainted | ferred to one case of such a clerk 
with a case between a shipowner and a| borrowing money, and somehow or 
lender, which was referred by agreement | other he seems to think that this 
toa Judge of the High Court, and the | Bill would have protected that clerk. I 
Judge awarded interest at the rate of 20 | do not see it. He says that the plan of 
per cent. That may seem excessive, but,|the money-lender is to get exorbitant 
taking into account all the circumstances, | rates of interest from the clerk under the 
the Judge considered it was fair. I see | threats of exposure, but certainly that 
no reason to fear that any more difficulty money-lender could, under the present 
will arise out of the discretion of the , law, be convicted of obtaining money by 
Judge as to what is reasonable, than threats—whether in the form of interest 
presents itself when juries are asked or cash-down payments. But be that as 
every day in the week to take into ac- it may, you will not be able to relieve the 
count all the circumstances of the case, and | clerk from exposure under this Bill. It 
say what wasa reasonable amountto award. | is said that only the dishonest money- 
It would be better upon strict principle lender will be affected by the Bill. 1 
to leave the amount to be fixed by the , cannot see that at all. I had a letter 
jwies, but money-lenders might reason- | from a money-lender, whom I believe to 
ably think that they would not get even- | be a perfectly honest man, in my con- 
handed justice from them. Therefore to | stituency, who tells me that he does a 
leave it in the discretion of the Judge is | very large business in lending money to 
in the interest of the money-lenders. I} working men from week to week, and 
have no doubt that this Bill will do some- | that his rate of interest is from 20 to 25 
thing to prevent dishonest money-.ending. | per cent. He asks me to inspect his 
Ido not think it will be found to stand | books, which shows that he only makes a 
in the way of any honest transaction. If | decent livelihood and no more. Nothing 
it to any extent prevents dishonest | can be more retrograde than to speak of 
money-lending, if, as was predicted by ‘iti rate —— rH si — all con- 
money-lenders, it makes their business as er ae en ane eee 


f ied i When a man comes to me and deposits 
some of them have carried it on useless | certain securities I may advance him 
and unprofitable, then this Bill will not | money at 7 per cent., but is 20 per cent. 


have been passed in vain. | too much to charge on a note of hand? 
2B2 
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In the City such business as lending on 
note of hand would not be done; it 
would be looked upon as far too danger- 
ous. The hon. Member spoke of the rate 
of interest of 20 or 25 per cent. as 
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nett. It is nothing of the kind. 
It is saddled with all the expenses 
of inquiry and with bad debts. Do 


not let anyone run away with the idea 
that the moneylenders are all rogues and 
the borrowers all honest men. My ex- 
perience leads me to the opposite con- 
clusion. No protection or assistance is 
given to money-lenders when they are 
cheated, as has been shown already. There 
is no necessity for protecting the borrower ; 
even a black-mailing Bill would not pro- 
tect him from that. But let us take 
another point. A man’s business must 
be that of money-lending if he is to come 
within the compass of the Bill ; but what 
about the tailors? How are those young 
men, who run into debt with their tailors, 
to be protected from extortion; and, if 
not, why not? Does anyone suppose that 
money-lenders would not start tailoring 
or other similar businesses with the view 
of keeping their money-lending transac- 
tions outside this Bill? Of course not. 
As to the power of revising contracts, the 
objection is not that any particular judge 
is not likely to do his duty, but that each 
would be free to develop his idiosyncrasies, 
and you might have cases of gross injustice. 
One case might be dealt with from one 
point of view one month, and another 
from another point of view next week. 
Already divergencies in criminal cases 
are sufficiently large according to the 
different idiosyncrasies of the different 


judges. One Judge will send a man 
to fourteen days imprisonment for 
half killing his wife, and another 


Judge would send a wretch to a year’s 
imprisonment for a petty larceny. One 
Judge, starting with the presumption that 
5 per cent. is a proper rate of interest, 
whatever the circumstances of the loan 
may be, would at once decide that 25 
per cent. is in itself evidence that that 
rate of interest is “harsh and uncon- 
scionable.” We have already seen cases 
in which a Judge said that 5 per cent. is 
a sufficient rate of interest in any circum- 
stances, and that that is the maximum 
rate of interest which ought to be charged. 
Now that is a question of opinion, and it 
is too risky to give such power to any 
individual, whether he is a Judge or a 
Member on the front bench. Then, the 


Mr. Vicary Gibbs, 


{COMMONS} 


at all, and they are not even obliged to 


, these 


Bill. 708: 
Judges are not to be guided by any law 


take evidence. They can, according to. 
this Bill, upset contracts which have been 
entered into by two grown-up men, each 
of them possibly trying to cheat the: 
other—if that is not equal terms I do. 
not know what is. They know every 
circumstance of the case that is material 
to be known—not to both of them, but to 
the borrower. If anything is kept back 
from him that ought to be disclosed the 
Court, under the present law, will set 
aside the contract on the ground of fraud. 
When these two men meet they make a 
bargain agreeable to both of them. Why 
does the borrower take the money? 
Because, in his deliberate judgment, 
he considers it more to his interest 
than to go without it. You let him make 
the bargain, but are you going to help 
him to cheat the money-lender? Can 
anything be more unjust? I cannot con- 
ceive it. Most of these money-lenders 
are honest traders, and the effect will be 
that these men will have to calculate the: 
risk of having their rates reduced, and 
they will inevitably “take it out of” 
other men who will not come into court. 
You cannot fight against natural laws; 
and if you read Adam, Smith, Ricardo, 
Bentham, you will find that if you pass 
this Bill into law, you are knocking 
against these natural laws, and that you 
had better have left the subject alone. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field) : I can say that three or four years 
ago: the speech. of the hon. and learned. 
Member for West Fife would have ex- 
pressed correctly the opinion of the whele: 
of the Committee which sat on this. 
inquiry. But what did we find when we 
began to take evidence ? We found that 
the money-lending business was a sore 
eating into. the very life of the working 
classes of the country, leading to poverty, 
to increase of the rates; and to habits of 
drunkenness.and betting. We also found 
that the rich people in this country 
who had extravagant relations and 
who were prepared to find a fair 
and reasonable amount. of interest when 
relations. got into the hands 
of the money-lenders, could make advan- 
tageous terms with. the money-lenders, 
who were willing to. take 5 per cent. 
interest, no matter how unconscionable 
the original contract had been. Certain 
solicitors had. that power with the 
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money-lending fraternity. But the poor 
man or woman had no protection from 
paying from 60 to 300 or 400 per cent. 
for their advances. What was the trap 


set for these poor people? In the local | 
newspapers in every town in the country, | 
and in some in London, there was sand- | 


wiched between advertisements about 
some excellent building society, with an 


excellent board of directors whom every- | 


body knew, another advertisement that 
some Union Bank had £250,000 to lend 
on note of hand. 
the Union Bank which we know is one of 
the finest banks in the country. The 
poor people were caught by that plausible 
advertisement, and once in the hands of 
these money-lenders they were bled to 
death, and their furniture and home sold 
up. After sitting for two years and 
hearing all that evidence, the Committee 
were unanimous in recommending what 
is the principle of this Bill. 
the Bill can be improved. The object 
of the Bill is, in the first place, to 
let a man know exactly with whom he 
is dealing —that he is not dealing 
with a Union Bank, or a Provincial 
Union Bank, but at the bottom with a 
Mr. Isaac Gordon. We must have these 
money-lending gentlemen 
We are agreed on that. Now there 
comes a very serious question. My hon. 
friend is against giving the Judges the 
right or privilege to say what is an un- 
conscionable bargain or a fair bargain 
between man and man, taking into con- 
sideration all the circumstances of the 
ease. Wedothat already. Ina case of 
bigamy the judges have the power to say 


whether a man should go to prison for | 
Has that 


one day or for ten years. 
power ever been abused? On the same 
principle, we wish to give the Judges 
power to say what is a proper and fair 
tate of interest. We had cases before us 
of family after family being ruined com- 


pletely by getting into the hands of these | 
An extraordinary case | 


money-lenders. 


{21 JunE 1900} 


Of course | 


registered. , 
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| wavering on this question, and some of 
| our friends on this side of the House have 
| not the knowledge that we have who sat 
two years on that Committee, will not be 
dismayed or down-hearted, but that they 
will put their back into this great social 
reform and determine to carry it through 
‘this session. If they do that, they will 
save a great many families, whom it is 
their duty and that of the House of 
‘Commons to protect, from the snares of 
the money-lenders. 


| 
| 


Of course that was not | 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford 
University): Although I cannot regard 
this Bill with the unqualified condemna- 
tion lavished upon it by the hon. and 
learned Member for West Fife, I find 
very great difficulty in supporting it as it 
stands. The Bill is very curiously 
‘framed. Practically the serious part of 
it deals with two things—the trans- 
actions of the money-lender and the 
regulation of the trade. Of the latter 
part I have very little to complain. 
If we can locate the money-lender, 
register him, and regulate him so much 
the better. But the Bill creates a new 
kind of offence—a misdemeanour punish- 
able by two years imprisonment or a fine 
not exceeding £500. One of the pro- 
visions is rather startling. The offence 
is that— 


“ Any money-lender, or manager, or agent, 
or clerk of a money-lender who, by any false 
or misleading statement, attempts to induce 


| any person to borrow money, or agree to terms 


on which money is to be borrowed,” ete. 


Now, there is no suggestion that the per- 
son who has been induced to borrow the 
money has been injured by the trans- 
action. The offence is merely a decep- 
tive statement, and it suggests to me a 
new and satisfactory way of paying old 
debts. If a man borrows money and is 
unwilling to pay when the lender 
demands it, he may say, “ There is a mis- 
leading statement in the correspondence 
between us prior to the loan. I do not 


went to the Court of Appeal the other | propose to repay the money, but I pro- 
day, and the judgment was in favour of | pose to indict you for misdemeanour.” 
the man who borrowed the money from | That clause requires very careful recon- 
Mr. Gordon because he had been trading sideration. Then the whole efficacy of the 
under somebody else’s name. But what Bill turns upon the definition of a money- 
ould a poor man have done in such a case ?| lender. But what is a money-lender ? We 
In fact, we would not have had that de- | are told that a money-lender is a person 
cision in the Court of Appeal but for the | who lends money, which is fairly obvious, 
evidence which had been produced before | and further that he is not a pawnbroker, 
the Committee. I hope that the Govern-| a friendly society, a body corporate, an 
ment, because some of their friends are | insurance company, or a banker. 1 
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should be surprised if such astute persons 
as money-lenders have proved themselves 
to be do not evade this somewhat pre- 
carious definition. The Bill begins with 
a preamble of an unusual character. It is 
like the preamble to the Statute of Uses, 
which Lord Bacon called a persuading and 
inducing preamble. I cannot help thinking 
that it would have been much better if, 
instead of going to old statutes for his 
preamble, the draughtsman had gone to 
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the old cookery books, and had 
started with the phrase, “ First 
catch your money - lender.” The 
first thing we have to consider is 


whether there is a grievance, and, if so, 
how it is to be remedied. I must confess 
that the great bulk of the evidence taken 
before the Committee does not suggest to 
me a grievance requiring a drastic remedy. 
There are incidents brought up which 
affect people’s minds and ‘which give 
notoriety to the work of the Committee, 
but which do not call for interference. 
If I recollect rightly there was the 
case of a young man who escaped 
from a home for inebriates and fell into 
the clutches of a money-lender, and died 
whilst engaged in evading the demands 
of that money-lender. But the Chancery 
Division would have been amply capable 
of dealing with difficulties of that sort. 
Then there was the mysterious adven- 
ture of a lady who communicated a 
forged note to a money lender. This 
would be dealt with by the ordinary 
process of criminal law. But then, apart 
from the stories told to the Com- 
mittee, which might be interesting for 
the purposes of passing this Bill, there 
does appear to be a mass of evidence 


which suggests that there are cases of , 


oppression of the poor through the agency 
of money-lenders which require to be 
dealt with in some way or other. But if 
a grievance exists there is the question 
of how far this Bill proposes to deal with 
it. In the Committee there were three 
remedies suggested : first, the limitation 
of the rate of interest, making it ille- 


al to recover more than 10 per cent.; | . . 
7 power of reopening a transaction | measure is to be pursued, if the House 


where the Court had reason to believe 
that an unfair advantage had been taken 
by one of the parties ; and the registration 
of securities given to money-lenders. <A 


promissory note given to a money-lender | possibly the best thing to do in the 


was to be made distinct from one given 
in an ordinary business transaction. Regis- 
tration of securities appeared in the Bill 


Sir William Anson. 


{COMMONS} 








Bill 
of last year, but doubtless for good reason 
has disappeared from this. This Bill 
applies in a half-hearted way two out of 
the three suggested remedies—an exten- 
| sion of the power of reopening a trans- 
action and a mild suggestion of a usury 
law. Tagree with Mr. Justice Mathew 
that the great value of any assistance 
_ which we could give to the poor men who 
are oppressed in transactions. of this kind 
consists in its rapidity and in its cheap 
nese. But if the House looks at the 
remedy offered in the Bill it is neither 
simple nor clear. In the first place, a 
man mast prove that he was dealing with 
a money-lender, that the percentage 
charged for the loan was a certain 


|percentage in the schedule, and 
he must induce the Judge to 
form a general impression that 


the transaetion was unconscionable, and 
after this the Judge would re-open the 
transaction. That does not seem to me 
to be a very prompt or valuable assistance 
to a poor man in the clutches of a money- 
lender. I think it would be as well to 
consider how this matter is dealt with 
elsewhere. By the Indian Contract Act as 
amended last year Judges in India are 
given power to re-open trinsactions in all 
cases where a contract was made witha 
person whose fitness to enter into it might 
be questioned by reason of age, illness, or 
mental or bodily distress. That is a very 
wide power to give, no doubt. The 
German Civil Code provides that where 
one man takes advantage of another who 
is in necessitous circumstances, who is 
ignorant, or had shown insufficient expe- 
rience or care, so that the parties were on 
unequal terms, the transaction is to be 
null and void ; and by the Penal Code for 
such exploitation such a person is liable to 
severe penalties. These remedies are at 
any rate clear and comprehensive, but the 
remedy offered by this Bill is a mild 
extension of an equitable doctrine, ham- 
pered with an insufficient definition of 
money-lender, and haunted by the uneasy 
ghost of the usury laws. If this 


acknowledges that there is a grievance, 
that grievance ought to be dealt with in 
a masterful way. Either we ought to 
offer a substantial remedy or do what is 


circumstances—namely, leave the griev- 
ance alone. 
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Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) : It was not my intention to inter- 
yene in this debate, and I skould not have 
done so but for the concluding remark. of 
the hon. Member for West Fife. At the 
conclusion of his speech he said that this 
Bill would confer a great hardship on the 
working classes of this country. It will 
do nothing of the sort. The working 
classes are not in the habit of looking up 
the advertisements in the newspapers to 
see Where they can secure a loan, and the 
money-lender of the type this Bill attacks 
is not of that class who would make a 
working man a loan. First of all, very 
good security is required, which working 
men are not likely to have, besides which, 
working men have their own way of deal- 
ing with the matter. In London there 
are hundreds of loan clubs managed by 
working men themselves. A man for a 
£1 share pays 6d. a week to the 
society, and if he wants a loan he has 
only to get one of his mates to stand 
security for him, and he can borrow his 
£2 or £3 and pay it back at so much a 
week. Many men belong to these clubs 
for the purpose of borrowing a few pounds 
inthe summer to take their families to 
the seaside. In my constituency has also 
been formed a co-operative bank, and the 
object of the formation of this bank is 
to enable the very man that the hon. 
Member for West Fife has been speaking 
of to borrow £3 or £4 when he was hard 
pressed without going to these extor- 
tionate money-lenders. The right hon. 
Member for Fife, has not, perhaps, had any 
experience of loan clubs, but I may say 
that the money of these loan clubs is 
shared between the members at Christmas, 
when it comes in very handy. [Laughter. ] 


{21 JUNE 1900} 
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Government. It has been stated that the 
Bill will enable the borrower to cheat the 
money-lender, but I deny that that will 
be the case. The Bill does not in any 
way affect the honest man. Perhaps the 
Member for West Fife will not object to 
lending a hand to protect the working 
classes from unscrupulous landlords, as he 
takes so much interest in them as appears 
by his speech. I hope the Government 
will stick to their Bill, which will inflict 
no hardship upon working men. 


*Mr. GEDGE (Walsall) said the hon. 
Member for Stepney had told the House 
that so far from creating a hardship the 
passing of this Bill would confer a boon 
/upon the working man; and the boon 
| conferred was that it would not affect the 
| working man at all. He wished it would 
| confer the same boon upon other people. 
Both reason and experience were against 
any attempt to interfere in free contracts 
between persons of ripe years, and he 
believed that any interference such as 
was contemplated by the Bill before the 
House was bound in the long run to 
| injure not the -money-lender but the 
man who borrows the money. The Bill 
proposed to allow a particular interest 
in particular cases, but in arriving at the 
interest to be allowed the Judge must 
consider the circumstances of the trans- 
, action and the value of money at the time 
‘the transaction was entered into. For 
| instance, when the Bank rate was 10 per 
/cent. then 25 per cent. might be a fair 
|rate of interest to be allowed, but if the 
| Bank rate was 2 per cent. it would be 
| quite a different matter. A rate to be 
| usurious must be either more than the 
| law permits or more than is usual. This 








Hon. Members laugh, but I speak from | may be so, but what is meant by usual ? 
a practical and not a theoretical point of | One rate may be fair when the Bank rate 
view, and if any hon. Member here was/is low, the borrower a substantial man, 
the son of a father who had been out of | and the security good, but when dealing 
work for a few weeks before Christmas, | with a man who could give no security 
and had nothing in his pocket, he would | whatever, and has no character to lose, 
be very glad to receive in this way a few | they must put out of consideration 
shillings to put upon his table. Pawn-| all such things as these, and endeavour to 
brokers have been referred to, and to the | fix what the rate should be in the case of 
working man they are sometimes a very | a man who could offer no security what- 
useful class; for the working man, though ever, and that would be found an ex- 
poor, is proud, and rather than go to his| tremely difficult task. It was quite 





friends will pawn what little jewellery he 
possesses, say, a watch or 'a chain, and 
when that pledge is redeemed the pawn- 
broker is bound to return it in as good a 
condition as he received it. Iam glad on 
this occasion I am able to support the 


certain that the rate paid for the use of 
anything, even of money, as in every- 
thing else, depended mainly upon the 
law of supply and demand. If the supply 
of money was ample the rate went down; 
if it was short the rate went up. By 
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making a stringent law they would make 
it more difficult for the lender to lend 
money, and therefore it would be more 
difficult to borrow it. The Bill wasopposed 
to every principle of political economy, and 
moreover it was proposed to enact that the 
poor man might be charged 25 per cent. 
interest, and the rich man only 15 
per cent. The man who was deter- 
mined to have money would have it at all 
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hazards, asa drunkard would have drink, | 


and having no security he would be com- 
pelled to pay a high rate of interest. 
This was a mere departmental Bill, and 
its introduction was due to the fact that 
we have no Prime Minister—Lord Salis- 
bury, as a Foreign Minister, was beyond 
all praise, but his duties and anxieties as 
Foreign Secretary precluded him from 
paying attention to the sentimental non- 
sense of his colleagues, or he would have 
put his foot down on such a Bill as this. 
Although at one time he had hoped that 
he would be able to vote for the Second 
Reading, and that Clause 1 would be 
struck out in Committee, he felt now that 
he could not do so, having regard to the 
imminent approach of the end of the 
session, and to the little probability that the 
Bill would find its way through Com- 
mittee. Those who voted for the Second 
Reading would be supposed to have 
accepted the principle of the Bill. It was 
said that the Bill is in favour of the poor. 
Poor people borrow smail sums and rich 
people large sums; the poor might be 
charged 25 per cent. per annum, but if a 
man borrowed more than £10 he might 
be charged 15 per cent. The poorer the 
man the higher the rate of interest to be 
charged. Why should a law not be made 
to interfere with bargains made between 
man and man for the temporary use and 
return afterwards in good condition, not 
of money, but of a house ? It was of a great 
deal more importance that a man should 
be housed respectably and decently. Why 
is a man allowed to build houses and 

et the highest rent he can for them ? 

f the principle of this Bill were 
applied to matters of that kind it 
would only have the effect of preventing 
horses being built. He had read nearly all 
the evidence which was given before the 
Committee, and all he could say was 
that in coming to their decision their 
hearts must have had more power over 
the result than the reasoning power of 
their heads. If they had just studied 
the political economists and then applied 


Mr. Gedge. 
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| their reasoning to the evidence before 

them, they would not have come to this 
decision. He would not take up the Bill 
clause by clause to show the absurdity of 
the drafting, and to show how ridiculous 

it was altogether from beginning to end 
/with one or two exceptions. It would 

only be an injury to those who were 
_ accustomed to seek the benefit of loans. 


THE ATTORNEY - GENERAL (Sir 
RoserT Frnvay, Inverness Burghs) : I do 
not propose to follow the arguments of 
my hon. friend the Member for Walsall 
in this discussion. As a matter of 
fact he has summarised in a_ very 
convenient way all the misconceptions 
that have been formed with regard to this 
Bill. My hon. friend is under a delusion 
in supposing that this Bill is intended to 
fix the rate of interest. One feature that 
must have struck everyone in regard to 
this question is that everyone is agreed 
that there is a great grievance to be 
‘remedied in some way. [Cries of “ Not 


at ad My hon. friend says “ Not at 
all.” am aware of my hon. friend’s 


hardihood in dissent. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
There has been no such expression of 
universal agreement. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I have 
listened to the greater part of the debate, 
and I have not heard any question made 
of the fact that very great abuses exist in 
the system of money-lending. If my hon. 
' friend asserts that there are no such abuses 
he will find very few supporters. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I 


asserted anything of the sort. 


never 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: The second 
/point that has struck me is that two- 
‘thirds of this Bill have really not been 
‘objected to at all, or, if so, it has only 
been by way of criticism more suitable for 
the Committee stage. The only clause 
which has been attacked on principle is 
the first clause of the Bill, the most im- 
portant some people may say, but there 
| are other clauses which are also very im- 
| portant indeed, and which no one has ven- 
‘tured to attack. I think everyone who 
has inquired into the subject of money- 
‘lending must have been struck with the 
| very great mischief that ensues from the 


} : . . 
| practice of persons carrying on a business 
| 
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of this kind under some name which is | 
not their own—as a bank, for instance. | 
One is familiar with advertisements such 
as this :—“ Why go to money-lenders 
when a private gentleman is prepared to 
lend money at 5 per cent?” That adver- 
tisement is inserted by a professional 
money-lender, and the dupes who go to 
him and get involved find that the interest 
is 5 per cent. per month, and not per year. 
Surely it is highly desirable that some 
steps should be taken to ensure that 
a business of this kind, which is liable to 
very grave abuses, should be carried on_ 
under the real name of the person who is 
behind the scenes. That is provided for 
by the second and third clauses of this 
Bill, and I have heard no attack whatever 
from any quarter either on the principle 
or the drafting of the clauses which are 
intended to suggest a remedy for that 
evil. And yet the House is being asked 
not to read the Bill asecond time. There 
is another very important section of the 
Bill which I have not heard attacked, and 
which Ido not thinkean beattacked. Every- 
one must be aware cf the mischief that 
attends the sending of circulars to boys 
and young men under the age of twenty- 
one inviting them to gamble or borrow 
money. Everyone is desirous that a 
practice of that kind should be put 
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down, but the existing Act is toa 
great extent inoperative owing to 
the difficulty of proving that the 


person sending the circular knew that 
the person receiving it was a minor. 
Surely, when circulars of that kind are 
sent out, it is only right and reasonable 
that unless the person who issues the 
circulars can prove that he had reason to 
suppose that the persons who received 
them were above age, he should be 
liable to the penalty which the law im- 
poses. That is the provision contained 
in the fifth clause, a clause to which, so 
far, I have heard no objection put forward. 
There are two other portions of the Bill 
which have been criticised on questions 
of detail; one of them is the fourth 
clause, which provides penalties for false 
statements and _ false representations 
made by money-lenders. It surely is right 
that in a business so capable of beingabused 
as that of money-lending there should be 
some sharpening of the remedy for mis- 
leading circulars and statements, with 
which all who have followed the subject 
are familiar. My hon. friend the Member 
for the University of Oxford made some 


{21 JuNnE. 1900} 


| 
Biil. 
criticisms on the definition of money- 


lender. The whole object of the defini- 
tion is to ensure that the Bill shall apply 
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only to those whom we all know as being 


money-lenders in the popular sense of the 
term. The Bill does not apply to those 
who genuinely carry on the business of 
bankers. Bankers lend money, but no 
one ever talks of a banker as a money- 
lender ; he is not what is popularly known 
as a money-lender. The Bill is not 
to apply “to any body corporate, in- 
corporated or empowered (before the 
passing of this Act) by a special Act 
of Parliament to lend money, in accord- 
ance with such special Act.” In like 
manner, friendly societies and pawn- 
brokers are exempted. The stress of the 
attack has been directed at the first 
section of the Bill, which is the one that 
provides for strengthening the hands of 
the Court in setting aside harsh and un- 
eenscionable bargains. I think I can 
satisfy the House that the attack on the 
clause has proceeded on a radical miscon- 
ception of its meaning. The hon. and 
learned Member for West Fife has 
obviously been refreshing his knowledge 
ot the Pentateuch. He quoted to the 
House, and he designated me by name, 
the authority of Moses on the subject. 
I wish my hon. and learned friend 
had given a little more time to 
the reading of the Bill than to 
the reading of the Pentateuch. There 
was one passage in the speech of 
the hon. and learned Gentleman to which 
I listened with a little regret. He made 
very great fun of a story told to the 
Committee by Lord Brampton, but I think 
that everyone who heard the story must 
have realised that behind it were all the 
elements of tragedy. It is all very well 
to make fun of a particular case, but if I 
possessed the literary talent of my hon. 
and learned friend, I think I could move 
the House by drawing a picture of some 
humble householder who, having fallen 
into the meshes of some unscrupulous 
money-lender, is led on from one step to 
another until total ruin and crime result. 
The hon. and learned Member for West 
Fife, referring to the first clause, spoke of 
the Bill as one to put proof altogether 
aside. The Bill is not one to do anything 
of the kind. The words of the clause are 
that if— 

“the Court has reason to believe that the 


interest charged in respect of the sum actually 
lent exceeds the rate of interest mentioned in 
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the schedule of this Act, or that the amounts { necessities and entrap them in meshes 
Charged ho Crane eee eet it | from which it is impossible to escape, 
a The custom of money-lenders is to cireu- 


late throughout the country statements 


That does not mean if the Judge on some | offering certain inducements. They state: 
speculation of his own came to that con- | that they are ready to lend money and 
clusion ; it means if the Judge upon the desire no security, that no questions are 
evidence before him came to that con-, 48ked, and soon. Then when they get 
clusion. the people into their meshes, they place 
_very severe conditions on them. [ think 
' 15 per cent. for a small sum of money is 
reasonable, and I am sure some of the 
/hon. Gentlemen who have protested 
al . against this Bill would hesitate long 
Sir ROBERT FINLAY : The language | pefore they paid that rate. I notice that 
can be made clear in Committee if my the opposition to the Bill comes altogether 
hon. and learned friend thinks it is open | from the professional element. I do not 
to objection, but that is a pure question see anyone representing the honest work- 
of drafting. There is no intention what-' man opposing the Bill. The opposition 
ever on the part of the framers of the comes from professional men, and they 
Bill to say that a Judge is to arrive at a | object to it on account of the encroachment 
conclusion on a matter of fact without on the personal liberty of the subject. 
any evidence. I do not think that any person who has 
‘had dealings with a money-lender will 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: There is no, believe there can be safeguards too strong: 
verdict. to protect the public against these men. 
/I have known instances where people 
| have paid 100 per cent. for a loan, and 
Sir ROBERT FINLAY : There is no | the cet the paividual the greater are 
verdict because there is no jury. Ido the demands made upon him. The State 
not know what the money-lenders would | jyterferes and says a man should not 
say to the suggestion that there should be | grink too much whiskey, that he should 
a jury. I am strongly of opinion that not get drunk, and it is the duty of the 
they would find the little finger of the ' State to interfere in this matter and pro- 
jury thicker than the loins of the Judge.  teet people from these dangerous men. I 
The hon. and learned Member for West therefore rise for the purpose simply of 
Fife entirely misunderstood the first clause saying how glad I am the Government 
when he asserted that it fixes the rate of have brought in this measure, and of 
interest. It is not solely because the expressing the hope that they will carry 
rate of interest is beyond the scheduled ¢ jnto law. ‘ 
amount that the Judge can interfere with 
the bargain. It must also be proved that Mr. H. S. FOSTER (Suffolk, Lowes- 
the bargain is “harsh and unconscion- 
able.” I submit to the House that the toft): I am sure that anyone who 
Bill, in point of principle, is not open to listened to the speech of the learned 
objection, and, as matters of drafting can | Attorney General must have felt that he 
best be considered in Committee, T con- ‘ himself realised the difficult task he had 
fidently ask the House to assent to the yndertaken in defending on behalf of the 
Second Reading. Government the main provisions of this 
Bill. The Attorney General very in- 
Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) :' geniously argued that because we object 
The hon. and learned Member for West to one clause that is no reason what- 
Fife seemed to shed tears at the moral ever for objecting to the Second 
lapse of those who on this occasion sup- Reading. He told us there were six or 
port this measure. I think, on the other : seven clauses, and that so far he had 
hand, that the Government deserve words heard very little criticism of any clause: 
of praise for trying to step in and save except the first. The hon. Gentleman 
those people whose necessities compel who moved the Second Reading told us 
them to seek the use of money from un- that he anticipated very little objection 
scrupulous men, who prey upon their to any part of the Bill other than the first 


Sir Robert Finley. 


Mr, BIRRELL: Why don’t you say 
so ? 
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clause, but that, so far as he was concerned, 
he valued the first clause as more impor 
tant than any other part of the measure. 
That being so it does not seem to be 
quite frank for the Attorney General to 
say later on that the discussion has justi- 
fied the House in reading the Bill a 
second time because there has been so 
little said about any clause except the 
frst. Clause 1 is for all purposes that 
which the hon. Gentleman in charge of 
the Bill has described as the essence of 
the measure, and it is on that ground and 
that alone that the discussion has waged 
tonight around the extraordinary pro- 
visions of this clause. When I first read 
this Bill I confess I found it difficult to 
believe that a responsible Government 
would make itself responsible for putting 
such a clause before the House of Com- 
mons. If such a proposal were put before 
a debating society I believe it would be 
laughed out of discussion, but as it comes 
from a responsible Government, we are 
bound to deal with it with some measure 
of apparent respect. The whole case for 
this clause is based on appeals to preju- 
dice. In the absence of logical arguiaent 
to prove there was a weakness in the 
present law which this proposal was 
required to make good, all those who have 
supported the Bill have appealed to the 
prejudice of the House. Hard cases have 
been cited, and the hon. Member in charge 
of the Bill gave us two, one of which was 
so extraordinary that I marvelled he was 
not crossexamined upon it. It was a 
Seotch case, and I was curious to see 
whether the Attorney General would have 
an opportunity of explaining the peculiar 
intricacies of Scotch law as suggested by 
that case. It was said that some money- 
lender—I think it was Isaac Gordon— 
had lent a man two sums of money at two 
different times—one sum from an office in 
England and the other from an office in 
Scotland. 








Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: 
were lent in England. 


Both sums 


Mr. H. S. FOSTER: But one of the 
promissory notes was dated from Glasgow, 
and the hon. Gentleman told the House 
the money-lender had an office in Glasgow. 
I assume, therefore, the money was lent 
from the Glasgow office ; the hon. Gentle- 
man told us nothing to the contrary. 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: That is not so. 
It was expressly stated by the witness 
himself that although he had an office in 
Glasgow for this particular purpose, he 
carried on no business in Glasgow. He 
had an office in Glasgow for the express 
purpose of taking bills, but the money 
was lent from England. 





Mr. H. 8. FOSTER: But it was a 
Scotch loan unquestionably. The lender 
was domiciled in Scotland for the purpose 
of the transaction, or the Scotch Courts 
could have had nothing whatever to do 
with it. The hon. Member told us that 
proceedings were taken against the de- 
taulting debtor. I like to call things by 
their proper names ; my hon. friend would 
probably say the man got into the meshes 
of the money-lender, but I say he was a 
defaulting debtor, and while proceedings 
were going on in the English Courts with 
respect to the English loan the bill dated 
from Glasgow also fell due and was also 
dishonoured. Thereupon, by some extra- 
ordinary process of law, which I should 
like to hear explained, the money-lender 
was able to commence an action in Scot- 
land, and continue that process to a judg- 
ment without any sort of communication 
being made to the defendant ; and with- 
out the defendant being even conscious 
that proceedings had been initiated, a 
bailiff was found at his door somewhere 
in Herefordshire. Is that an accurate 
statement of what really happened? If 
so, there is a much more serious grievance 
for this House to deal with than any 
question raised by this Bill, namely, that 
Her Majesty’s Courts may be grossly 


abused for the purpose of oppres- 
sing Her Majesty’s subjects at the 
suit of anybody who chooses to 


go to the Scotch Courts without notice 
to the defendant, and to say thata trans- 
action which did not take place in Scot- 
land did take place in Scotland—that 
judgment may be obtained against a 
person who has had no opportunity of 
defending himself, that thatjudgment may 
be transferred from the Scotch Courts to 
the English Courts, and in order to en- 
force a Scotch judgment of that kind an 
English baliff may be put in possession of 
the man’s goods. The statement is so 








incredible and extraordinary that until 
we have further proof I shall venture to 
believe that the hon. Gentleman’s credu- 
lity has been imposed upon. Such a case 
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is not sufficient to justify this House in 
making such an inroad upon the principle 
of freedom of contract. It may be that 
there is not the same respect for freedom 
of contract to-day as there used to be. It 
may be a very old-fashioned thing for 


anybody to get up and say that if people ' 
of mature age and in possession of their | 


faculties make a bargain, whatever the 
terms of the bargain may be, the bargain 
ought, under ordinary circumstances, to 
be respected. At any rate, I am old- 
fashioned enough to believe that the 


principle is a sound one to go upon, | 


and certainly this House ought not to be 
influenced by such improbable and_ in- 
credible stories as that to which I have 
alluded. My hon. friend says that three 
or four years ago he should have been 
the last man to support legislation of that 


kind, but he comes to the House to-day | 


with the usual zeal of the convert—or, I 
should say, the pervert. He told us that 
he used to believe in the heresies which 
he now dismisses. I shoule rather say 
that his present view is a very heretical 
one, and is founded upon having given an 


undue and abnormal amount of study to | 


the hardships which have been brought 
before him in a certain number of hard 
cases. It is a truism that hard cases make 
bad law, but the hon. Gentleman in this 
instance is founding his desire for law 
upon hard cases. The hon. Member for 
Stepney, in supporting this Bill, cited as 
a ground for doing so the practice of the 
workpeople to resort rather to the pawn- 
brokers than to the money-lenders. Does 
not the hon. Member know that not only 
does the pawnbroker obtain ample 
security for the sum he advances, but he 


is allowed by law to charge something | 


like 25 per cent., and that as a matter of 
practice, where the poor are in the habit 
of redeeming their goods on the Saturday 
night and pledging them again on Mon- 
day morning, the rate of interest he is 
entitled to charge works out to something 
nearer 40 per cent. than 20 per cent. ? 


The hon. Gentleman does not consider | 
that to be a hardship, but he cites it as a | 
very desirable instance of the right | 


which ought to be given to poor people to 
raise small sums of money. 


from the confusion in people’s minds as to 
that which a money-lender really does. 
The money-lender, after all, deals in a 
commodity the same as any other person. 


Sir H. S. Foster. 


{COMMONS} 


I cannot. 
help thinking that a great deal of the pre- | 
judice to which appeal is made arises | 
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| If a man carries on a business for the pur- 
| pose of lending money, the article in which 
' he has to deal, and upon which he has to 
| make his profit, is money, and he is en- 
| titled like any other trader, so long as he 
| resorts to honourable and fair methods, 
to make the best use he can of the com- 
modity with which he has to deal. Why 
is it not suggested that every harsh andun- 
conscionable bargain in any other branch 
of trade should be revised and re-opened ? 
Why should it be said that if a man has 
/money to lend, and lends that money at 
what a Judge may consider to be an un- 
duly high rate of interest, the debtor is to 
have the privilege of having that rate re- 
vised, while in the case of any other 
article of commerce, no matter what the 
bargain may be, no matter how hard it 
was or how much the debtor needed 
the goods that were supplied, or how 
much the profit was, the debtor is not to 
have the opportunity of re-opening the 
transaction? If we passed this Bill— 
although I do not think there is much 
chance of it—we should not be able to 
stop here. Once having established the 
precedent of re-opening a_ transaction 
because in the opinion of one of Her 
Majesty’s Judges the teyms were un- 
reasonable—for that is all that ‘‘ unconsci- 
onable” means, according to the 
dictionary—every kind of bargain will 
have to be liable to revision on the same 
ground. Another point the Attorney 
General endeavoured to make was that 
there were two precautions : first, that 
the Judge must be satisfied that the rate 
‘of interest was more than 15 per cent., 
and, secondly, that the transaction was 
harsh and unconscionable, and he seemed 
to treat those points as two independent 
propositions. Is it not conceivable that, 
if we set down here 15 per cent. as 
| the limit above which a Judge may re- 
‘open a transaction, if the charge for 
interest is 20 per cent., that in the 
opinion of the Judge may be an un- 
_conscionable bargain—that the mere fact 
of the rate of interest being higher than 
15 per cent. may be _ sufficient to 
indicate to the Judge that the bargain is 
_a harsh and unconscionable one? It is 
easy, because it is taking the popular side, 
to abuse the money-lender and to couple 
with his name the term “ unscrupulous.” 
But this Bill is not limited to the un- 
scrupulous. The preamble of the Bill says 
that many money-lenders have resorted 
| to deceptive methods, and one would 
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have thought that the Bill would 
have gone on to deal with the 
money-lenders who “have _ resorted 


to deceptive methods.” Not atall. As 
my hon. and learned friend who moved 


{21 JUNE 1900} 
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experience of money-lenders seems to be 
that although a man may charge 25 or 
30 per cent. for short periods he does not 


'make much more than a decent living, 


and 


the rejection of the Bill pointed out, if. 


this first clause is passed the Judge is to 
have thrown upon him the onus of saying 


,are going in 


what, under all the circumstances, was a | 


fair bargain, and to say what sum is fairly 


I cannot imagine a more irksome or diffi- 
cult task. The Judge has got to endeavour 


if you are going to introduce 
provisions into the law whereby you 
effect to make it im- 
possible to carry on that business 
and at the same time to make a living 


| you are going to make it impossible to. 
due in respect of principal and interest. | 


to put himself into the circumstances of | 


the person carrying out the transaction ; | 
he has to appreciate the risk which the | 


lender had to incur, he has to fix the rate 
quite apart from the circumstances and 
the actual terms of the agreement entered 
into between debtor and creditor. The re- 
sult must depend upon the Court in which 


the case may happen to be tried and the | 


idiosynerasies of the Judge who happens to 
preside. The risk which the money-lender 
will run of having his bargains upset will 
have to be paid for by those who borrow; 


lend money unless a man has a banker’s 
security. The learned Attorney General 
rather complained that we had not criti- 
cised other portions of the Bill. If he is 
going to interpret silence or absence of 
criticism as approval of the Bill I have: 
no doubt that from every part of the: 
House criticisms will come with regard 
to the other clauses. Clause 4 seems to 
be a most unfair clause, rendering a 
money-lender liable to prosecution on the 
mere ips. dixit of a borrower who does 
not wish to repay his debt. If legislation 
of this kind is to be introduced against 


_ the money-lender, I would ask whether it 


in other words, instead of lightening the | 


burden of the borrower the money-lender 
will require to exact a higher rate of 
interest for the money he lends in order 
to cover this additional risk. I have made 
it my business to inquire into one or 
two of these cases. I had a case 
presented to me of a money-lending 
company carrying on business at four or 
five places, and I found that the average 
charge they made was 35 per cent., but 
notwithstanding that they were able to 
pay to their shareholders a dividend of 
only 11 per cent. Their working ex- 
penses were from 15 to 20 per cent. of 


their profits, they were obliged to keep ' 


up a staff for making inquirie8 and so on 


where money was received by instalments 
a great deal of expense was incurred in 
keeping people up to date in their pay- 
ments. In addition to that, they incurred 


is not equitable that the money borrower 
should be liable to exactly the same 
penalties for making similar misrepresen- 
tations. In the case of the lender he 
has been induced to part with his money, 
but in the case of the borrower ic is not 
until after he has obtained the money, 
and is called upon to repay, that the 
difficulty arises, and I certainly think 
similar penalties should apply to the 
borrower as to the lender. I trust the 
House will not accept the second reading 
of this Bill. If the second read- 
ing is carried I hope the Government 
will make some announcement which will 
disarm much of the hostility to this first 
clause. If that clause ever was placed in 


‘an Act of Parliament it would not only 
and to keep the books of account, and | 


aloss of something like 10 per cent. of | 
the total amount of their loans through | 


bad debts. 
that the class of people who go to money- 
lenders are those who cannot go to their 


bankers to borrow on good security ; | Bill would become law before the close of the 


they have not any good securities, and 
their credit at the bank is exhausted. 
The result is that the money-lender is 


carrying on an exceedingly risky business; | law there is power to deal with cases of fraud 


everybody knows that a high rate of 
interest always means a heavy risk. The 


The House must remember | 


transgress all those principles of political 
economy in which we have been taught 


to believe, but it would open up a vista 


of future legislation which would be 
fraught with very great danger to the 
country. Zhe Times newspaper, which 
might have some influence with Members. 
of the Government, ina leading article on 


| this subject not long ago said— 


“Tord James expressed the hope that tlie 


present session. We are not sure that this 
will be or ought to be the case, unless the 
clause giving the courts authority to reopen 
contracts is withdrawn. Under the existing 


and misrepresentation, and to allow public- 
Judges to interfere in bargains between man 
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and man however hard they may appear to be, 
where no fraud or misrepresentation can be 
alleged, is a step back to the Dark Ages.” 


We are all in favour of strengthening the 
law if required in any case of fraud or 
misrepresentation with regard to money- 
lending. If my hon. friend’s case is that 
these money-lenders do resort to fraud, 
‘misrepresentations, or deceptive methods, 
which are not covered by the law as it at 
present stands, by all means let us 
strengthen the law. But this Bill goes 


much further than any propesal of that. 


kind, and for that reason I support the 
motion for its rejection. 


Mr. LYTTELTON (Warwick and 
Leamington) : I did not intend to trouble 
the House, but inasmuch as there appear 
to be a considerable number of speakers 
on this side chjecting to this Bill I desire 
to say in a few sentences the reasons I 
have for upholding it. No candid man 
can dispute that there are difficulties in 
and objections to submitting bargains 
made between adults of full mental capa- 
city to the revision of Judges, many of 
whom differ widely as regards the prin- 
ciple which should be applied to such 
cases. Nobody can dispute that different 
minds would probably take different 
views of such cases, and it is quite likely 
that Judges in one place would give 
decisions widely conflicting with the 
decisions of Judges in other parts of 
the country. But that is not a diffi- 
culty which exists for the first time. 
For my part I think the present is a 
far greater scandal than would exist if 
this proposed legislation were carried 
into effect. I take it as beyond con- 
troversy in this matter that there 
are constantly scandalous cases of 
hardship by which the poor suffer 
at the hands of money-lenders. That has 
been established beyond all doubt. What 
is the result ? Cases are brought before 
the Courts by money-lenders, and can 


anything be more disastrous to the ad-. 
ministration of the law in this country | 
than that the Judges appointed and sworn | 


to administer the law are, by the very 
hardship of the cases brought before them, 
almost compelled to evade their duty, 
and not to administer the law as they 


Sir H. S, Foster. 


{COMMONS} 
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swore to do? If the hon. and learned 
Member opposite ever visited a County 
Court he would see the stress in which 
the Judge is placed if he has before him 
this dilemma: “Am I to administer the 
law of the land which I am sworn to 
administer, or am I to give the wretched 
rascal who comes before me the very life- 
blood of his victim?” That is what it 
really comes to. What is the answer 4 
The answer is, “I will take any course I 
can to avoid ruining this unfortunate man 
who is brought before me.” I respect- 
fully submit to the House that that 
_ brings upon the community at large, and 
especially upon those who admire and 
respect and believe in the law, a most 
serious scandal and difficulty, for it places 
those who have been sworn to administer 
the law in the position of struggling to 
evade it. Further, it is most disas- 
trous for a Judge, for there is a great 
temptation to extend it to subsequent 
cases. Once a Judge has been shown the 
way, with the approval of others, not to 
administer but to evade the law, and to 
follow his own opinion, the House may 
easily judge how tempting it is for him 
to set up his own opinion against the law 
of the land, and to administer what he 
| calls right and equity in ‘other cases con- 
trary to the law of the country. Stress 
has been laid upon the onerous task 
which is laid upon the Judge in deciding 
not questions of law, but questions which 
no doubt are of economics. But that is 
no new thing. For centuries the Judges 
have had to decide upon the legality of 
covenants in restraint of trade, which is 
an economic matter. But nothing disas- 
trous has ever happened to the community 
by reason of the Judges having to decide 
upon that most important matter. I may 
take another illustration. For many years 
the law of conspiracy——a far more delicate 
and a most difficult matter—was in the 
hands of the Judges ; it was within their 
discretion to say whether a combination 
of two or more people was likely to effect 
something contru bonos mores, and in many 
other matters with regard to trade the 
law of conspiracy frequently placed the 
Judges in a position of the greatest pos- 
sible difficulty and delicacy. They have 
had for many generations to decide upon 
questions of custom—a custom which 
' prevails in a trade—whether that custom 
is reasonable or unreasonable. The Judge 
is asked in these cases to say whether 
a bargain is or is not harsh and 
{ 
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unconscionable. That the task is {the business those who used oppression as 
difficult no candid man will deny, but it| a means of livelthood. Their circulars 
is a task they have sct themselves to per- | were often so misleading that wheu they 
form already, as moneylenders appearing | were not absolutely untrue, they required 
before the Courts have found. How a very expert person to understand ex- 
much better it is in the interests of all actly what they meant. No doubt the 
concerned that that proceeding which has | people who were victimised were foolish 
already begun should be legalised and | and blameworthy, but there were a great 
made part of the law of the land. For number of people whose knowledge of 
these reasons, though I do not dispute for | business affairs was so small that it was 
amoment the soundness of many of the | not fair to face them with people who 
objections which have been made against | were extremely acute in one branch of 
the Bill, some of which no doubt will pre-| the law, and perhaps one only. The 
vail in the Committee stage, I shall sup- Committee took the evidence of over 
port the Second Reading, as the state of forty witnesses, and with the exception of 
things which this Bill will bring about is| one hon. Member the Report was abso- 
merely that of regulating and ordering !lutely unanimous. There could be no 
that which already obtains. | doubt whatever that registration of these 

: lenders was very desirable. It was the 


s ‘ duty of the Government to carry the 
*MR. HAZELL (Leicester), as a member | Bill through, and he was sure nes with 


of the Committee of whose labours this proper handling in Committee it would 
Bill was the result, congratulated the bea very useful and important measure. 
Government on bringing in the measure, : 

and expressed the hope that it would be) Mason RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I do 
earried into law, although he was not in , hope that the House will pass the second 
love with all its details, some of which | Reading of this Bill. I should like to 
would have to be modified in Committee. say half-a-dozen words with reference to 
To those who heard the witnesses give , OMe class of persons in particular who 
their evidence many of the arguments are peculiarly the victims of these 
advanced against the Bill appeared thieves—I have been through the mill 
illogical and unsound. It was assumed myself—I mean with reference to the 
by many that these bargains were made | position of the British officer, or rather 
between two persons meeting on equal the British subaltern, who is peculiarly 
terms and with their eyes open. The their victim. That ineffable Depart- 
eyes of the lenders were very clearly ment, the War Office, has provided that 
open, but that could not always certain regiments should be so hopelessly 
be said of the borrowers. The Com- and ridiculously expensive that it is 
mittee heard of cases without number absolutely impossible for the son of a 
in which astute money lenders, learned country gentleman to live in them. The 
in the law of debtor and creditor, dealt War Office seem to prefer to fill the com- 
with people who were absolutely un- | missioned ranks with South African Jews 
learned in the law, and who had no con- and American millionaires rather than 
ception of the nature of the bargain into | with Englishmen. The result is that, in 
which they had entered until they found ‘certain cases, a son of an English 
themselves practically ruined. No doubt | country gentleman gets into one of these 
there were many reasonable money-| expensive cavalry regiments. Either the 
lenders and many unreasonable borrowers, regiment give a ball or a mess dinner, or 
and an effective Bill of this kind would his broth® officers buy polo ponies 
strengthen the hands and improve the at £200 apiece, or the War Office 
business of men who were bona fide alter the whole of his kit from blue 
lending small sums of money at rates of to red, or they put the regiment on pie- 
interest which might appear high, but! bald horses instead of brown horses. The 
which under the circumstances were not | result is that the young officer does not 
extortionate, and it would squeeze out of | do what he should do, and he finds him- 
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self unable to get on and to pay his mess 
bill, The boy does not go to his father 
for help, but he invokes the aid of “the 
man round the corner,” and pays 50 or 60 
per cent. foraloan. This goes on until the 
money-lender gets him fairly on his hooks. 
The money lender then writes to the War 
Office, and the War Office writes to the 
hoy’s parents, and the boy has to retire. 
The result is that the boy is ruined, and he 
becomes a club loafer, or drives a hansoin, 
or even becomes a lawyer, and his career 
is absolutely ruined. What I say is that 
the only way to stamp out this pernicious 
breed is to pass some such Bill as the 
Government have now placed before the 
House, in order that the boy, like the Pro- 
digal Son in the parable, can go to his 
father in the first instance instead of 
having that association with the swine. I 
hope the House will not pay too much 
attention to the false sentiment so admir- 
ably expressed by my hon. friend the 
Member for West Fife. It is the duty of 
the House to extend its protection to 
other people besides the class to which 
my hon. friend has alluded. 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) : I have listened toa large part of 
this debate, and the most peculiar thing 
about it has been an attempt to show that 
the money-lender is a blessing to the 
working classes. Ihave not a keen sense 
of humour, but I do certainly appreciate 
that joke. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Fife in his brilliant 
speech entirely marred it when he at- 
tempted to indulge in that special plead- 
ing about the poor people who had to go 
to the money-lender in their time of dire 
necessity. 
many respectable money-lenders, but I do 
not like very much this first clause. I 
think myself that there is a tendency in 
our just zeal against excesses to do in- 
jury to those who may be respectable 
members of that particular class. I have 
been very much interested ig the some- 
what frequent quotations from Jeremy 
Bentham, and [ am bound to say that 
when those quotitions came from the 
mouth of the hon, Member for Walsall I 
began to have a somewhat serious regard 
for that great philosopher. But, after 
Major Rasch. 


{COMMONS} 


‘all, are the hon. Gentlemen who have 


‘amongst the working classes of all money- 


‘law of supply and demand. 


I quite agree that there are’ 





Bill. 732 


quoted Jeremy Bentham so freely pre- 
pared to follow him in his philosophy? 
Very likely the hon. Member for West Fife. 
would, but the hon. Member for Walsall 
is a living contradiction of Bentham’s 
philosophy from beginning to end, [ 
have a profound respect for that brilliant 
group of utilitarians of which Bentham 
and the elder Mill formed such a pro- 
minent part, but are hon. Members who 
have quoted from them not aware that, 
like most doctrinaires, they made no ex. 
ceptions to their rule, and thus you have 
John Stuart Mill, in his love of liberty, 
actually opposing any attempt to deal 
with the sale of poisons, for he believed 
in freedom to poison yourself or other 
people. I think in all these matters of 
freedom our experience has shown that 
you must in a civilised community regu- 
late it, for it is regulation which, after 
all, has given us the best results, 
So far as I am concerned, I helieve 
that if you were to deprive the poor 
lenders good and bad, the net result to 
the working classes would be distinetly 
good. It was really amusing to hear the 
hon. Member for Walsall liscoursing upon 
this point in such a fluent way, that one 
could hardly keep pace with him as he 
gave us those high economics as to how 
the value of money was regulated by the 
I had my 
mind upon some poor wretched man who 
has gone wrong with his accounts, some 
miserable clerk who has got wrong to the 
extent of £20 or £30 with his accounts. 
He goes to one of these money-lenders, 
and in his extremity and dire necessity 
he becomes a hopeless victim in the 
hands of these unscrupulous men. The 
result is that this poor man _ becomes 
absolutely helpless and hopeless in the 
hands of the money-lender. That is only 
one type. There can be no freedom of 
contract or any real contract between a 
man who possesses money and another 
man who does not possess it and must have 


‘it. In that dire necessity the borrower is 


prepared to enter into a contract which, 
I venture to say, would not be considered 


‘fair, and should not be considered fair, 


by any civilised community. Although I 
agree in principle with this Bill, I wish to 


_say that I shall support any Amendment 
‘which gives it more effect in the direc- 


tion I have indicated, for it is an attempt 
to interfere not with what I would call 





-~y 


ee ee ee a a 


om =: 


fo 
Cé 


fo 
th 


De 








have 
pre- 
phy? 
t Fife. 
alsall 
ham’s 
d, I 
lliant 
tham 
pro- 
who 
that, 
O eX: 
have 
erty, 
deal 
ieved. 
other 
rs of 
that 
regu- 
after 
sults. 
slieve 
poor 
oney- 
It to 
netly 
r the 
upon 
t one 
is he 
how 
y the 
1 my 
who 
some 
0 the 
unts. 
ders, 
>ssity 
1 the 
The 
“omes 
1 the 
only 
ym. of 
een a 
other 
have 
ver is 
rhich, 
lered 
fair, 
ugh I 
ish to 
[ment 
diree- 
jempt 
1 call 





732 
















733 
the regular forces of commerce, but with 
the brigands of commerce, and just as you 
would treat a regular army very different 
from what you would treat a band of 
brigands, so I think this House is 
justified in adopting the same policy with 
respect to money-lenders. It has been 
said that this Bill really fixes a certain 
rate of interest. It is needless to say 
that Iam not a lawyer, but in reading 
this Bill through I must say that I could 
not get that meaning out of the measure. 
I admit that the scheduled rates of 
interest establish an indication to the 
Judges, but the clause distinctly says that 
if the scheduled rate of interest has been 
exceeded the court may reopen the trans- 
action, and I take it that in the reopen- 
ing due regard would be had even where 
the scheduled rate of interest had been 
exceeded to the peculiar circumstances of 
the case. Without wishing to occupy 
the time of the House any further, I do 
give to this Bill my support, not because 
l agree with every detail of it, but be- 
cause, first of all, I think a real evil has 
been made out, and no one has attempted 
to deny it. The evil exists, and hon. 
Members who are opposing this Bill are 
evidently prepared to allow that evil to 
go on until it reaches almost the open 
jorm of fraud. I take that to be the 
case. I think we can very rightly, with- 
out encroaching upon the freedom of trade, 
take this step. I wish to say before I 
sit down, in support of my hon. friend the 
Member for Stepney, that the real truth 
is that we have already in some parts of 
the country—and I am glad to hear that 
we have them in Stepney—banks and 
other places where this difficulty has been 
solved completely. The hon. Member 
for Leicester could tell us of the good 
work that co-operative banks are doing 
at the present time, and there is no need 
for the working classes to depend on 
these money-lenders either bad or good. 
But whatever may be said against this 
Bill, do not let it be said that it would, in 
any sort of way, injure the best interests 
of the working classes. Money-lending is 


County Courts (Investment 


a great curse, and it does an enormous | 


amount of injury to the working classes, 
for it gets them into habits which affect 
them for a lifetime. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That the 
Debate be now adjourned ”—(A/r. Marks) 
—put, and agreed to. 


VOL. LXXXIV. [FourtH SERIEs. |} 


{21 JuNE 1900} 





of Deposits) Bill. 734 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. 


INEBRIATES AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAN) BILL [Lords}. 

Order read, for resuming adjourned 
Debate on Amendment proposed to Ques- 
tion [18th June], “ That the Bill be now 
read a second time.” 


And which Amendment was— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months ’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question again proposed, ‘That the 
word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Debate resumed. 


It being midnight, the debate stood 
adjourned, 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 
next. 


POST OFFICE SITES [EXPENSES]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That it is expedient to 
authorise the payment, out of moneys to 
be provided by Parliament, of all sums 
payable by the Postmaster General under 
any Act of the present session to enable 
Her Majesty’s Postmaster General to ac- 
quire lands for the Public Service, and of 
all expenses incurred in carrying into 
effect the Provisions of such Act.—( Mr. 
Hanbury.) 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday 
next. 


COUNTY COURTS (INVESTMENT OF 
DEPOSITS) BILL [Lorps]. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Clause I :— 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
| again upon Monday next. 


2C 
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DISTRICT COUNCILLOKS AND GUAR- 
DIANS (TERM OF OFLICE) BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without amendment ; to be read the third 
time upon Monday next. 


EDUCATION OF THE BLIND (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed for 
Monday next. 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL 


(SELECT COMMITTEE.) 
Ordered, That Mr. Hazell be 


dis- 


charged from the Select Committee on the 
Registration of Firms Bill. 


Ordered, That Mr. Mend! bea Member 
of the Committee. — (Mr. William 
M‘Arthur.) 


G.P.0.—TRANSFER TO MOUNT PLEA- 
SANT — POSTAL  RE- ARRANGE- 
MENTS, DELAYS, ETC. 


On the motion for adjournment, 


Mr. EGERTON (Cheshire, Knutsford) : 
I beg to ask the right hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Treasury a question of 
which I have given him private notice. I 
wish to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he will take immediate steps to 
remedy the delays in the delivery of 
letters due to the absence of an ade- 
quate staff at the new offices at Mount 
Pleasant. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnsury, Pres- 
ton): I am aware that there is consider- 
able difficulty in connection with the 
transfer of certain duties to Mount 
Pleasant, but I thought they were con- 
fined to the newspaper post and the book 
post. I am sorry to hear that those diffi- 
culties apply to the letter post also. I 
think my hon. friend is wrong in saying 
that even if those difficulties have arisen 
they are due to an inadequate staff. I 
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have heard nothing of that, and no repre- 
sentations have been made to me on the 
subject. What has happened is this, 
Although the staff is adequate, they 
have been working at considerable 
inconvenience and under considerable 
difficulties owing to the fact that 
some 2,500 men have been trans- 
ferred to the new office. Of course, 
it will take some short time for them to 
accommodate themselves to their new 
surroundings, and although they are work- 
ing under difficulties which did not exist 
in the old office, I am assured that within 
avery few days those difficulties will be 
removed, and I hope my hon. friend will 
then have no cause to complain. I will 
communicate with the Postmaster-General 
to-morrow morning, and urge the Post 
Office officials to remove the difficulties as 
soon as possible. 


Mr. EGERTON : I am advised that a 


| bag of letters was sent to the North in 


mistake and was returned, 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I should 
like to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether it was absolutely necessary to 
change the hours of posting. The change 
has caused the very greatest inconvenience 
to all classes of persons engaged in business 
not only in London but in every part of 
the country. I certainly think that if 
the change was not absolutely necessary, 
it was a very strong step to take to alter 
the hours of departure of the mails, 
which I believe have hardly been changed 
for a generation. If the right hon. 
Gentleman would extend his inquiries so 
far as to see whether it would be possible 
to resume the old hours, either by some 
arrangement in the office, or by some 
arrangement in connection with the rail- 
way companies, I am sure it would give 
the greatest satisfaction. 


Mr. HANBURY: I will also make 
inquiries into that matter. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
Friday, 22nd June, 1900. | BILL. 
| 





Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 
| pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
SAT FIRST. to the Standing Orders Committee on 


The Viscount Clancarty (EZ. Clancarty) | epee, 
sat first in Parliament after the death of | STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 


_d Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. _ | Eetition for Roe’s Patent Bill ought to be 
dispensed with, and leave given to intro- 

seine duce the Bill. 


! The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | That the Standing Orders not complied 

f House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | With in respect of the Petition for the 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates | Alexandra Park Bill ought to be dis- 

: from the Examiners that the further | Pensed with. 

» Standing Orders applicable to the follow-| Read, and agreed to. 

. ing Bills have been complied with :— | 


Farnworth Urban District Council. | GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 


Gas Light and Coke, Commercial Gas, | _ Report from _the Select Committee, 
and South Metropolitan Gas Com- | That the Committee had not pruceeded 
panies. | with the consideration of the Bill, the 

Halifax Corporation. | opposition thereto having been with- 

Huddersfield Corporation Tramways. | drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 

Jarrow and Hebburn Electricity Supply. |Table. The Orders made on the 3rd and 

Kingscourt, Keady, and Armagh Rail- | 28th of May last discharged ; and Bill 
way. | committed. 

Lambeth Water. | 

London and Saint Katherine Docks and | MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 
East and West India Dock Com- hidrdahithestquet oeang ; 
panies. Reported from the Select Committee 

Mid-Kent Water. with Amendments. 

Portland Urban District Gas. are 

Southport and Lytham Tramroad. BAMILION BURGE Ea. 

Wandsworth and Putney Gas. Reported from the Select Committee 

with Amendments. 








Also the Certificate that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill) ILFRACOMBE IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


have been complied with :— LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (IMPROVE- 


Local Government Provisional Order arpiene — 

(No. 1). Read 2%, and committed. The Com- 
: mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
And also the Certificates tha‘ the fur- | of Selection. 
ther Standing Orders applicable to the 
“ag Bills have not been complied | NorTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL [1.1.}. 
with :— 

WALSALL CORPORATION BILL [H.L.]. 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 





South Metropolitan Gas. 
Metropolitan District Railway. 


n og same were ordered to lie on the COWES PIER BILL [u.1.]. 
able. 
GREAT CENTRAL “Sear auacet BILL 
ial ss [H.L.]. 
ROE’S PATENT BILL [H.t.]. 
oF im Returned from the Commons agreed to, 

Presented (pursuant to leave given this| with Amendments. The said Amend- 

day), and read 1¢, ments considered, and agreed to. 
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739 Railways (Prevention of 


MOTHERWELL WATER BILL [H.L.}. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | 


(No. 2) BILL [H.L.]. 
(Bootle Corporation, Radcliffe Urban District 
Council, and St. Helens Corporation Orders 
opposed. ) 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL [H.L.]. 

Batley Corporation, Camborne and Redruth, 
East Ham Urban District Council, Hull 
Corporation, Portobello and Musselburgh, 
and Southampton Corporation Orders op- 
posed. ) 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


(No. 4) BILL [H.1.]. 


(Garston and Warrington Corporation Orders | 


opposed. ) 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz :— 

D. Northumberland (chairman) ; 
M. Camden, 

E. Lindsey, 

V. Frankfort de Montmorency, 
L. Saye and Sele ; 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
Wednesday next, at Eleven o'clock, and 
all petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying to 


be heard by counsel against the Bills to | 


be heard as desired, as also counsel for 
the Bills. 


PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 

Ordered that Standing Orders Nos. 72 

and 82 be suspended for the remainder 


of the Session. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). Amendments made: Standing 
Committee negatived. The Report of 
Amendments to be received on Monday 
next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL [H.L.]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL [H.L.]. 


Read 3% (according to Order), and 
passed 


{LORDS} 
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| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. 4) BILL [H.1.]. 


/ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL [H.1.}. 
Read 3 (according to Order), and 
| passed. 


/'METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
(PETERSHAM) PROVISIONAL ORDER 

BILL. 

| House in Committee (according to 

order). Bill reported without amend- 

|ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 

and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882 TO 
1890 (PROCEEDINGS). 
Report by the Board of Trade respect- 
ing the applications to and proceedings of 
the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 to 1890, during the 
past year. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 
y 1894 AND 1896. 

Two Orders, Nos. 6092 and 6106, 
dated the 16th ultimo and 16th instant 
‘respectively, revoking certain Orders of 
the Board relating to .the landing of 
foreign animals. 


| Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


| PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL 
[H.L. }. 

| Report from the Select Committee 
‘(with proceedings of the Committee) 
-made, and to be printed. (No. 119). 
| Bill reported with Amendment, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
‘House on Thursday next; and to be 
printed as amended. (No, 118.) 


| LAND CHARGES BILL [1.1.}. 

| Commons Amendments to be printed. 

| (No. 120.) 

(PREVENTION OF ACCI- 
DENTS) BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1; 
to be printed; and to be read 2* on 
Thursday next.—(The Lord James of Here- 
ford.) (No. 121.) 


RAILWAYS 
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COMMITTEE OF SELECTION FOR THE| Lorp MONKSWELL: I quite under- 
STANDING COMMITTEE. i stand that. What I complain of is that 





Report from, That the Committee have | there is nothing in this Act which shows 
added the Lord Kinnaird to the Standing | What the nature of the alteration is. 


Committee ; read, and ordered to lie on = g, Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ 


the Table. | accordingly, and committed to a Com- 


Report from, That the Committee have | mittee of the whole House on Monday 
added the Viscount Frankfort de Mont- next. 
morency to the Standing Committee for | 
the consideration of the Military Lands! MILITARY MAN(EUVRES BILL [#..}. 
Bill; read, and ordered to lie on the Read 2¢ (according to Order), and com- 
Table. mitted to a Committee of the whole House 
| on Monday next. 
UGANDA RAILWAY BILL. 


House in Committee (according to COLONIAL MARRIAGES (DECEASED 
Order). Bill reported without amend- | WIFE'S SISTER) BILL. 
ment ; ite sini Committee negatived. 
Then Standing Order No. XXXIX. con- | ‘ ; 
sidered (according to Order), and dispensed | Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
with, Bill read 3¢, and passed. | read. 





[THIRD READING.] 


| Moved, “ That the Bill be now read the 
RESERVE FORCES BILL. | third time.”—(Lord Strathcona and Mount 
coyal.) 


[SECOND READING. ] 
| Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Earl 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- | of Hatspury): My Lords, I do not 
ing read. | propose to offer any further opposition 
to this Bill; but I think it right, in view 
THe SECRETARY or STATE For / of what was said on the Second Reading 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE): by the noble Earl the Leader of the 
My Lords, as I fully explained the objects | Opposition and the noble and learned 
df this Bill in moving its First Reading, I | Lord, Lord Davey, to inform your Lord- 
propose to formally move that it be read ships that the opinions expressed by the 
asecond time; but I shall be glad to Colonial delegates, which I quoted, are to 
sive any further information which may | be found in a Parliamentary Paper. The 
te desired as to the provisions of the | conference was initiated by Mr. Stanhope 
neasure, 'in 1887, and held in the following 
year, and a great number of colonies 
Moved, “That the Bill be now read a were represented. Their discussions are 
econd time.”—(7he Marquess of Lans- | published, and noble Lords ean convince 
downe.) | themselves by looking at the Paper that 
‘the statement I made was quite correct— 
Lorp MONKSWELL: In Clause 2 of | namely, that the representative of Canada 
this Bill there is another instance of legis-'| and one or two others expressed the 
ition by reference. I do not know opinion that, while they wished their own 
thether the noble Marquess has con-/| law to be what they desired it to be in 
idered the wording of Clause 2. It! this respect, they quite recognised the 
ters in certain particulars quite a short | reasonableness of this country keeping to 
ub-section of Section 10 of the Reserve | its own law of inheritance. 


iy 2 4 
forces Act, 1882, and I would suggest On Question, agreed to. Bill read 3¢ 


hat it would be well to incorporate the : 
b-section instead of referring ‘ it. Pa RFs OS ANN, NE SNR Ae 
Commons. 






















Tit Marquess or LANSDOWNE:! jyrraTioN OF COUNTY COURT 
will gladly consider the suggestion of PROCESS BILL [H.1.}. 

me noble Lord, but I would point out ese er 
hat this is certainly not a case of referen- ccnaasiediammanenies 

ial legislation of the kind to which he| Order of the Day for the Second 
ulled attention last night. Reading read. 


2D2 
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THe Eart or HALSBURY: My 
Lords, this is a Bill to amend the law 
with regard to the imitation of County 
Court process, and is rendered necessary 


by people doing such things as placing | 


the Royal Arms at the head of docu- 


ments demanding the payment of debts, | 


and in various other ways imitating 
County Court process. 


siderable iniquity. Of course it is an 


offence which may be proceeded against | 
by a more serious and lengthy process, | 


but the complicated nature of this pro- 
cess practically prevents the law being 
put in force. The Bill before your Lord- 
ships gives more summary powers. It 
enacts that— 


. . . | 
“If any person, with intent to deceive, | 


issues any document in imitation of or 
resembling the process of a County Court, or 
entitled so as to resemble County Court pro- 


cess, he shall be liable, on the order of a Judge | 
of County Courts, to a fine not exceeding ten | 
pounds, and in default of payment of the fine | 
the Judge may commit him to any prison to | 


which he has power to commit offenders for 
any time not exceeding fourteen days, unless | 
the said fine be sooner paid.” | 
Moved, “That the Bill be now read a | 
second time.”—( The Lord Chancellor.) 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHBOURNE): I have no 
doubt that every one of your Lordships 
who has considered this question will en- 
tirely concur with the noble and learned 
Lord on the Woolsack that it is most 
desirable that such a measure as this 
should be passed to prevent the imitation 
of County Court process in the way de- 
scribed. I have received representations 
from the Incorporated Law Society of 
Ireland asking that the benefits of this 
legislation should be extended to that 
country. I have read the Bill, and so 
far as I can see it does extend to Ireland ; 
but if there is any doubt on that point I 
am sure the noble and learned Lord on 
the Woolsack will consider it at a later 
stage. 

On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly, and committed to a Commit- 
tee of the whole House. 


COUNTY SURVEYORS (IRELAND) BILL 
[H.L. }. 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order of the Day for the Second Read- 


{COMMONS} 


This practice is | 
a serious thing to the most ignorant of | 
the population, and is attended with con- | 
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| THe Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
| this is a very simple Bill. Its object is to 
obviate the. unnecessary examinations 
which county surveyors in Ireland have 
to undergo. At the present time, if a 
county surveyor is transferred from one 
county to another, he has to pass his 
| qualifying examination a second time. 
This Bill is drawn at the request of the. 
Civil Service Commissioners for the pur- 
pose of obviating this unnecessary ex- 
amination. 


| Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(The Eurl of Denbigh.) 

| On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2« 
_accordingly, and committed to a Commit- 
| tee of the whole House on Monday next. 


House adjourned at a quarter be- 
fore Five of the clock, to Mon- 
day next, a quarter before 
Eleven of the elcck. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 22nd June, 1900. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON LAW, ETC: 


Ordered, That the ‘Standing Com- 
mittee on Law, and Courts of Justice, 
and Legal Procedure, have leave to sit 
this day during the Sitting of the House. 
—(Mr. Arthur O'Connor.) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS: 





(KING EDWARD THE 
BILL [Lords] (BY 


BIRMINGHAM 
SIXTH) SCHOOLS 
ORDER). 


Order for Third Reading Read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont 
gomeryshire): I rise to move the motion 
which stands in my name, and I should 
like at once to say that I take this course 
not because I wish in any way to cast. 
reflection on the educational efficiency 
of the great schools of Birmingham— 
on the contrary, I do not suppose there 
is any educational system in the country 
which is better administered, or more 
successful, than the schools which are 





ing read. 
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governed by the governing body of the | perty with which they were dealing. In 


Birmingham schools, and I may say that 
they are the envy of many other towns in 


| 


which there is not by any means so com- | 
plete an organisation, beginning with the | 
Board schools and going up to the Univer- | 


sity—but my reason for objection to 
the Bill is totally different. I’ object to 
it because I think it is highly wadesirable 


that by a private Bill a very grave altera- | 


tion should be made in the general law of 
the country. Until this Bill was intro- 
duced I do not suppose there was a 
single case in which a body administer- 
ing public funds and entrusted with the 
care of public money was not directly 
under the control of some Department re- 
presenting the interests of the public, 
and I think it is specially needful that 
with regard to large and excellent schools 
of this kind the voice of the public should 
be heard in regard to the administration 
of its property. The system is one which 
exists through the whole of our political 
and public organisations, beginning with 
the Public Accounts Committee, where 
public funds have to be administered. 


This is purely a business arrangement, | 


and it does not cast any stigma upon the 


culty. 


| Chancery.” 


authorities who are thus put under con- | 


trol, it merely ensures the bringing of fresh 
and impartial minds to bear upon pro- 
posals made for improving the work of 
the trustees, or for dealing with the 
corpus of this property. Another objec- 


tion which I make to this departure is, | 


that if an alteration is needed in the law 
of the land it should be effected by a 
public Act applying to all foundations 
ilike, and provided with all necessary 
sifeguards, and not by a_ private 
Bill applying only to one place. 
On a former stage of this Bill the Chair- 
man of Ways and Means related to us a 
very remarkable instance of the value of 
the public control which I wish to see 
retained. It was a case in which the 
M.C.C., a body essentially appointed for 
the purpose of securing high and honour- 
able conduct in the prosecution of our 


_ to appoint their own auditors. 


great national game, desired to purchase | 
upon an outside audit of the accounts of 


certain property from the Clergy Orphan 
School. The two bodies oe se an 
agreement, fixing the price of certain land 
at £16,000, but when the matter came 
before the Charity Commissioner the sum 
was raised to £40,000, showing con- 
clusively that men of most perfeet 
honour and of the highest capacity might 
be deceived as to the value of the pro- 


the Bill now before us there is no safe- 
guard such as would prevent a similar 
mistake being made in dealing with the 
property of this foundation. The pro- 
vision substituted for the safeguard is 
that if three of the Governors object to 
any particular transaction they may 
appeal to the Board of Education. But 
that does not in the least meet the diffi- 
It is not the case of the fraudu- 
lent or improvident trustee that we have 
to deal with. We have to deal with the 
possibility that an honest mistake may be 
made by the whole governing body, and 
we want, therefore, the safeguard of an 
impartial and external mind to review 
these transactions. The action of the 
promotors of this Bill is essentially 
undemocratic, for it gives to wealth and 
political influence a power of dispensing 
with the general law which humbler 
bodies cannot exercise. It is suggested 


that the Court of Chancery should have 


some kind of undefined power, but the 
clause introduced by the Chairman 
of Ways and Means simply says, “the 
general jurisdiction of the Court of 
But the clause would only 
apply in the case of such gross mis- 
conduct as would justify the Attorney 
General in laying an information before 
the Court, and that is not what is 
wanted. Whatis wanted by those who 
regard this Bill as a precedent for future 
legislation is to secure the external 
control of some impartial persons 
as a matter of administration, 
and not as a matter of litigation. 
Then, we object to the remarkable limita- 
tion by which the qualification for 
trustees is that they shall be residents or 
ratepayers carrying on business within a 
convenient distance of Birmingham. 
Again, the trustees propose to take power 
I do not 
suppose there is a single public body in 
this country which has this power: even 
the Auditor General is an independent 
authority, and I believe that educational- 
ists are consistently in favour of insisting 


elementary schools. Before I sit down I 
wish to make a personal observation. An 
hon. Member the other day said I was 
not opposed to the Bill. I fear he 
rather misconceived the upshot of a very 
hasty conversation I had with him. What 
I intended to convey to his mind 
was that I did not object to the educa- 
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tional provisions of the Bill, for some of | 


them [ admit are admirable, but I did 


object to the fact that the Bill gives a_ 


private privilege which, if given at all, 
ought to have been given by public Bill. 


*Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): I wish 
to second the resolution. I do so with 


reluctance, but I think the question of . 


the practice of the House and of public 
policy is involved. I found’ myself on 
the opinion of Sir Erskine May, who has 
said— 

“Tt has been questioned whether a public 
Act may properly be repealed or amended by 
a private Bill; and undoubtedly such pro- 
visions demand peculiar vigilance, lest public 
laws be lightly set aside for the benefit of 
particular persons or places.” 


I think the House will agree with that 
view, and will admit that when a Bill of 
this kind is brought before us, by which 
it is proposed to confer peculiar and ex- 
ceptional privileges upon a_ particular 
place or charitable foundation, we ought 
to inquire very carefully whether a 
case is made out for a departure from 
the regular procedure in such matters. 
This Bill is in effect a scheme for the 
regulation of the foundation of a great 
and important educational institution in 
the city of Birmingham. With many of 
its provisions I do not quarrel, but I 
think it will be generally recognised that 
an endeavour to remodel an educational 
foundation by way of a Bill rather than by 
the usual and accepted method of a scheme 
carried through under the sanction of the 
Charity Commission, is an exceedingly 
unusual and rather hazardous departure. 
There is very little in this Bill which could 
not have been done in the ordinary regular 
way. The greater part of it is a repeti- 
tion of the provisions of the existing 
scheme, under which great educational 
work has been done, and the only reason 
for coming to this House at all is that on 
two points it is sought to alter the general 
law in favour of this particular institu- 
tion. This educational endowment claims 
the privilege of not having its scheme 
altered except upon the application of its 
own governing body, whereas nearly all 
the educational institutions of the country 
which come under the operation of the 
Endowed Schools Act can have a fresh 
scheme on the initiative of the Charity 
Commission or the Board of Education. 
That, however, is a comparatively minor 
point. The really important point is 
Mr, Humphreys-Owen. 


{COMMONS} 
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that the governors of this school claim to 
be exempt from that proper control over 
the disposition of the funds committed to 
their charge which exists in the case of 
every other charitable foundation within 
the limits of England and Wales. That 
is a perilous departure, and one would 
like to know upon what grounds it is 
defended. I am within the recollection 
of the House when I say that no attempt 
has so far been made to defend the pro- 
vision beyond the putting forward of 
certain allegations that the Charity Com- 
missioners are an interfering body—that 
they interfere in trivial and trumpery 
matters, and that the foundation of King 
Edward’s School is so admirably ad- 


ministered that safeguards deemed neces- 


sary for all other foundations may 
be safely dispensed with in their 
case. But the fact is that the 


Charity Commissioners have no power 
to interfere, except in important matters, 
when leases of more than twenty-one 
years are being granted, or when it is 
proposed to alienate the property of the 
charitable endowment. It is a matter of 
common notoriety that there are many 
charitiesin this country equally as well 
managed as this Birmingham endowment, 
and one does not quite see why an 
exception should be made in favour of a 
particular city or a particular institution 
in that city. And there are reasons 
which should influence the House in being 
particularly careful not to grant an 
exemption in this particular case. The 
governing body of King Edward’s School 
is composed mainly of representatives of 
the Corporation. The control and dis- 
position of the property of this charity 
rests largely with the members of the 
Corporation, and knowing as we do how 
active and enterprising is the Corporation 
of Birmingham in matters of reform and 
of the development of the city, we must 
see it is highly probable that dealings 
may take place between the governors of 
the charity and the City Corporation. 
These gentlemen would find themselves in 
an exceedingly difficult position, a posi- 
tion in which the financial interests of the 
charity might be at variance with the 
financial interests of the Corporation. I 
think that that is a position in which 
they ought not to be placed. We were 
told the other day that the governing 
body of the school were tired ot the 
Charity Commissioners —a statement 
which clicited a sympathetic response 
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from various quarters of the House. But 
whether they are tired or not, under this 
Bill they would no longer remain under 
the control of the Charity Commissioners. 
They would be placed under the control 
of the Board of Education, and all this 
trouble would have been saved and much 
debate would have been avoided if only 
the governors had been willing to accept 
the transfer of the powers of the Charity 
Commissioners to the Board of Education 
without trying to limit those powers in one 
ortwo important particulars. I hope | have 
made out my case that this Bill involves a 
departure from the practice of the House, 
which might lead to mischievous conse- 
quences, and I trust, therefore, that the 
motion which I have the honour of 
seconding will be carried. 


Birmingham (King 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘That this House declines to proceed with a 
private Bill specially exempting one Founda- 
tion from the State control imposed by the 
general law upon all Charitable Foundations, 
including the Universities and Colleges of 
Oxford and Cambridge.’ ’’—(Mr. Humphreys- 
Owen.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


{22 JuNE 1900} Edward VI.) Schools Biil. 
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liament in 1894 the Parish Councils Bill. 
Whatever criticism I have to offer is 
entirely one of policy. The real question 
on which my hon. friends differ from the 
policy of this Bill is that it is exceptional 
legislation -— that it is legislation on 
behalf of one community and one founda- 
tion which does not extend to other 
foundations and other communities. My 
hon. friends think that any alteration in 
the law should be made by a public Act 
applying to all charities alike. I defend 
the Bill upon that ground. If the general 
law lays down certain conditions applicable 
to every individual of every corporation, 
it is clearly right that the general law 
alone should qualify it or modify it, but 
this Bill is founded in its inception and 
administration entirely upon exception. 
I defend this exceptional legislation as a 
matter of convenience. It would be 
absolutely impossible to deal with this 
question in any other way. We must 
deal with each individual case on its own 
merits. The Charity Commissioners have 
22,084 charities registered under their 
control, and last year they made nearly 
forty thousand Orders. It would be im- 
possible to introduce any general law and 
say that the whole of them should be 
exempted. Each must_be looked at upon 
its own merits. The overwhelming 
majority of charities possibly ought 


/not to be exempted; the very con- 


Sin HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- | 
ton, E.): I interpose in this debate not | 
because the locality I have the honour to | 
represent is very proud of and deeply 
interested in this school, but because | 
want to remove the question from the | 
local questions of Birmingham to the list 
of what I would call broad questions of 
public policy. I have taken some part in | 
this House in developing our system of 
local government, and I am_ strongly | 
opposed to centralisation, which, I believe, 
Is one of the greatest dangers that we | 
have before us in reference to our vast | 
and over-charged administrative Depart- | 
ments. I have also been opposed for the 
last twenty years to the policy, and. 
especially to the educational policy, of 
the Charity Commissioners, but I do not 
wish to introduce that element into the 
present consideration. I should, indeed, 
be the last to cast any reflection either on | 
their personnel or their business capacity, | 
for I shall never forget the assistance I | 
received from the then head of the Charity | 
Commissioners in carrying through Par- 





the trust and the cir- 
cumstances in which it is carried on 
show that it is necessary to have 
a centralising and controlling authority. 
If you admit the principle of exemption, 
then I allow that Birmingham is not the 
only place entitled to have exemption ; in 
fact, one gathers from the press that 
there are many bodies in Lancashire and” 
Yorkshire which are likely to make early 
application to Parliament for similar 
exemption. But somebody must break 
the ice, and someone must go first to the 
necessary expense to obtain the sanction 
of Parliament, that these cases may be 
considered on their individual merits. 
Complaint has been made of the interfer- 
ence of the Charity Commissioners. I 
understand that the King Edward Schoo! 
in Birmingham has 700 leases under its 
control. Is it wise that the trustees of 


stitution of 


property of that description should be 
controlled in all their operations by a 
central authority sitting in London, who 
must be, and are, absolutely ignorant of 
all local conditions of the case, and that 
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they should be exposed to enormous | Birmingham. But another check has, on 
delays and to very considerable expense 1' the suggestion of the Chairman of Ways 
The nature of this Birmingham charity | and Means, been inserted in the Bill 
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ought to be considered. This charity 
has an income of nearly £50,000 a year. 
There are two high grade schools for boys 
and girls, and eight grammar schools ; we 
have, in fact, a complete educational 
system which I venture to say cannot be 
surpassed in any other city in the 
kingdom. The board of governors 
is to consist of twenty-two members. 
Eight cf these governors are to be elected 
by the Corporation of Birmingham, and 
five are to he nominated by the universi- 
ties of Oxford, Cambridge, London and 
Birmingham, and by the teachers of both 
sexes in the schools. Another condition 
is that nine other members of the board 
shall be citizens of Birmingham. Cannot 
a body elected like that be trusted? In 
the light of public opinion in Birmingham, 
can it not be trusted to manage the affairs 
of the Birmingham foundation school, and 
does it require to be checked by an out- 
side body? It is, after all, not an 
unchecked control. It is practically sub- 
ject to the control of the Board of Educa- 
tion, with one qualification with reference 
to the management of their property, and 
it is that if any three members of the 
board of trustees object to any resolu- 
tion of the other body of trustees, they 
have a right of appeal to the Board of 
Education, whose decision is absolute and 
final. If the promoters of the Bill had 
inserted a clause that any one member of 
the board of trustees should have a right 
of appeal, I think that no harm would 
have been done. What was the danger 
apprehended by the proposers of the Bill ? 
The danger was misappropriation or mis- 
judgment. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 


THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Incapacity. 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: Well, inea- ! 


pacity and misappropriation. I venture to 
say that the board of governors elected 


in the way I have stated are quite capable | 


of dealing properly with the funds of the 
trust. But there is such a thing as public 
opinion in Birmingham—in fact, nowhere 
is it keener—and I am certain that any 
misappropriation of the funds, or any folly 
with regard to education on the part of 
the trustees would meet with a very sharp 
condemnation from the public opinion of 


Sir Henry Fowler 


| during its progress through Parliament. I 
/may say I am not quite satisfied with the 
wording of the clause, but the object is 
that the Court of Chancery shall remain 
‘in possession of its inherent right, as the 
guardian of all charities, to interfere in 
| the case of any breach of the trust. There- 
| fore, any individual in Birmingham will 
have the right, in the event of any mis- 
use or abuse of the trust, to ask the Attor- 
ney General to tile an information in order 
to prevent it. The ingenuity of check 
has been exhausted inthis Bill. The 
, scheme is enormously superior to the pre- 
sent one, and it will greatly improve the 
efficient working of this great foundation. 
, I rather detected in the speech of the hon. 
Member for Thirsk on the occasion of the 
last debate a spirit of rivalry and 
scepticism with reference to the Board of 
Education. He alluded in a tone some- 
what of dissatisfaction to the fact that the 
Board of Education was represented in 
this House on the Ministerial Benches, 
while the Charity Commission was not. 
But that is one of the grounds for the 
superiority of the Board of Education ; 
we have all along desired that the Board 
of Education should be represented in 
this House by a responsible Minister. 
Because I believe the time has come for 
decentralisation not only in education, 
but ina great many other departments, 
because J desire to strengthen the local 
authority of the schools by giving them 
more power and_ responsibility, and 
. because I believe the Bill will be to the 
advantage of the schools, I intend to vote 
for it. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 

N.R., Thirsk): The right hon. Gentle- 
man who has just spoken has approved 
| of legislating in this matter by means of 
|a private Bill. He has told us there are 
| 22,000 charities registered in the books 
_of the Charity Commission ; fancy having 
22,000 private Bills to deal with them. 


Sm HENRY FOWLER: I am sure 
'the hon. Member does not wish to mis- 
‘represent what I said. I did not pro 
| pose we should have 22,000 private Bills. 
| [ distinctly said that the overwhelming 
| majority of these cases should remain 
subject to the general law. 
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Mr. GRANT LAWSON: The right | a continuous succession of Bills brought 


hon. Gentleman has mentioned that there 
are exceptions already under the Chari- 
table Trusts Acts, but in all those cases 
where the foundation is exempted from 
the control of the Charity Commission it 


'for themselves. 


is only because they have been placed | 
under the Board of Agriculture. In: 


opposing this Bill I am not acting officially 
on behalf of the Charity Commissioners. 


We felt it our duty to call the attention | 


of the House to the Bill and its peculiar 
provisions, and having discharged that 
duty we leave the Bill to the instructed 
intelligence of the House. Speaking as a 
Member of the House 
Charity Commissioner, I desire to call 


and not as a’ 


attention to some very peculiar pro-. 


visions of the Bill, and to state the reasons 
why I shall vote against it. In the first 
place, there is no provision, so far as I 
can see—as there is in the existing 


scheme—for the gradual replacement 
of capital expended on __ buildings. | 


The House will have on this occasion to 
judge on the merits of the case, and not 
on the merits or demerits of the Charity 
Commissioners. I think it is eminently 
wise that the interests of future genera- 
tions in charitable endowments should be 
protected by the continuous care of some 
outside body. That care now exists 
under the general law, but if this Bill 
passes that will cease to be the case. I 
see no reason why an exception should 
be made in the case of this particular 
foundation. The only justification that 
has been offered for this Bill is, in fact, 
that this school is very rich. Surely 
that is a reason why the governors 
should be sorry rather than glad to be 
exempt from the protection of the 
general law. Then, I think it is a very 
bad thing that the law of real property 
should vary, as it will do if this Bill 
passes, because a conveyance of lands 
belonging to this charity will be good as 
regards this charity, but will convey no 
title in the case of charity lands in any 
other part of the kingdom. 
think to allow this Bill to pass will be to 
set a bad example. It will encourage 
other endowments and foundations to 
come here by the same system of private 
Bill legislation to obtain exceptional 
legislation for them. 


Finally, I | 


! 
{ 
| 


| 


That is a two-| by the Charity Commissioners. 
It wastes the funds of the | there are half a dozen other schools which 


in by schools to set up special conditions 
The Leader of the 
House has spoken of four debates on this 
Bill, but if we encourage such Bills as 
this there will be 400 debates. 


*Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, Edgbas- 
ton): I do not propose on the present 
occasion to enter at any length into 
the merits of this Bill, because the 
grounds upon which the Members for 
Birmingham unanimously support it have 
been laid very fully before the House on 
several previous occasions, and the issue 
we have to decide to-day is precisely the 
same as that which has been settled by the 
divisions which have already taken place 
on the subject. The only difference is that 
the case for the promoters has been made 
very much stronger, and many of the ob- 
jections which have been raised against 
the Bill have been disposed of by the altera- 
tions which have been made in Committee, 
all of which alterations tend in the direc- 
tion of giving a larger measure of control 
to the Board of Education, and of retain- 
ing the inherent jurisdiction of the Court 
of Chancery. 1 would only repeat what 
I have said on previous occasions, that 
the main purpose and object of this Bill 
is not to get rid of any reasonable amount 
of controlinregard tofundamental matters, 
but simply to enable a local and representa- 
tive board of governors, who are all men 
of the highest standing, and who have no 
personal interest to serve, to manage their 
own property, which includes a very 
large number of leases, without being 
hampered and delayed by having to sub- 
mit every detail of their operations to the 
approval of the Charity Commissioners 
or any other outside body. It is not 
the case that there are no other charitable 
endowments which are free from the con- 
trol of the Charity Commissioners. As 
has already been pointed out, the Univer- 
sities of Oxford and Cambridge, and the 
schools of Eton and Winchester, were 
exempted from the operation of the 
Charitable Trusts Act. It is true that 
they have since been put under the control 
of the Board of Agriculture, but that 
control is nothing like so irksome or 
inconvenient as that which is exercised 
And 


charity in the promotion of Bills in Par-| were expressly exempted from the En- 
liament, and it wastes the time of the 
House. 


We will have, if this Bill passes, | 





dowed Schools Act, which have not to 
submit to outside control, and which have 
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us full power over their property as these 
governors would be allowed under this Bill. 
As has been already shown, their mannerof 
dealing with the property is safeguarded 
in every way by the right of appeal given 
to any three members of the board, and 
there will always be a sufficient number 
of independent members on the board to 
exercise that right, as is evidenced by the 


fact that there will be five representatives | 
of the Universities perfectly independent of 


the representative governors and the other 
governors nominated by the City Council. 


‘To object to the governors being Birming- | 
ham men seems to me to be perfectly incom- | 


prehensible. I believe that that is a dis- 


tinct point in their favour. It must be per- | 


fectly clear to anyone who knows Birming- 
ham, that we can always get a sufficient 
number of men of high standing, intelli- 
gence, and integrity to be governors, and 
to manage the affairs of this foundation 
without going outside. It has been said 
by the hon. Gentleman opposite that it 
is an objection to the Bill that these 
governors have power to appoint their 
own auditors ; but I would remind the 
hon. Member that not only have the 
accounts to be published in the local 
newspapers, but they must be sub- 
mitted to the Board of Education 
for approval. It was said by the 
hon. Member for Nottingham that 
conflicting interests might arise between 
the Board of Governors and the Corpora- 
tion of the City of Birmingham. Why, 
the interests of both these bodies are the 
interests of the people of Birmingham, 
and both are elected to look after the 
interests of the people whom they repre- 
sent, so that both will have the same 
interests at heart, and there is no like- 


lihood of any conflict taking place between | 


them. My hon. friend the Member for 
Thirsk referred to the provision which 


was contained in a former scheme of the | 


Charity Commissioners, requiring that a 
certain replacement of capital should be 
made. I am able to inform him, however, 
that this is fully provided for by the 
Bill, and that the Bill does not interfere 
with any arrangement which has been 
come to in the past. It has been said 
by several hon. Members that the Bill 
should not be passed because it would 


form a bad precedent, and that other | 


schools and charitable bodies will not 
he slow to follow the example set by 
the governors of these schools. For my 
part [consider that, instead of that being 


Mr. Lowe. 
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| a drawback or objection to the Bill, it is a 
| distinct point in its favour. The country 
/as a whole is proverbially rather slow to 
/move, and it frequently requires one of 
the more robust and energetic portions of 
| it to show the way to the others. And 
| if, as I think, and as seems now to be 
generally admitted by the majority of the 
House, this Bill will have the effect of 
remedying a manifest injustice, or at least 
a manifest inconvenience, it will form a 
most useful precedent for endowments 
in other large towns, and the constitution 
and powers of other governing bodies of 
a similar kind will probably in course of 
time all come to be remodelled, in accor- 
dance with the rules of justice and 
common sense which this Bill lays 
down. Then it is said that this Bill 
_ proposes to make an alteration in the law 
which should not be brought about by a 
private Bill, but should be secured by a 
public Bill. The First Lord of the 
Treasury, speaking the other day in 
reference to the Housing of the Working 
Classes Bill, said that if you want to 
bring about any great reform or pass any 
complete and comprehensive measure of 
legislation, you must proceed by steps 
and do it piecemeal. If there is one 
alteration in the law to which that 
doctrine would apply almost more forcibly 
| than to any other, it is that which is now 
| under consideration. We all know what 
| 
| 


} 





a large amount of opposition and discussion 

has been provoked by the very modest 
| proposal to abolish the control of the 
| Charity Commissioners in this one par- 
ticular case. But what would be the 
effect if a Bill were introduced to abolish 
the Charity Commissioners all round? 
There would be no end to the discussion 
that it would call forth; every known 
expedient would be resorted to, to prevent 
its passing into law, and its promoters 
might think themselves very fortunate if 
they got it through in anything under five 
years. It seems to me, then, that these are 
essentially cases which, as the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite has said, should be 
dealt with separately, each one on its own 
merits, and not by any general law. You 
cannot possibly lay down any hard-and-fast 
rule that can be applied to the case of all 
charities. because each one differs from 
the others most materially and in many 
| important particulars ; and whilst it might 
be most unwise to remove the control of 
| the Charity Commissioners in regard to 
| some small endowment in some out-of-the- 





757 


way 
of ¥ 
in t 
mer 
the 
now 
this 
gree 
muc 
well 
usef 
the 
bacl 


desi 


L 
(Wi 
of ° 
itse 
set. 
at t 
I he 
Mer 
anx 
thos 
chi 
Cor; 
dish 
that 
mor 
this 
in 
gov 
the 
adi 
port 
autl 
sion 
pow 
sion 
rege 
any 
sibl 
stuc 
frie! 
be s 
mak 
ordi 
the 
larg 
pert 
poir 
cert 
part 
inte 
thar 
Maj 
the 
in t 
scho 


ie 


ys 
ll 


Ly 
of 
Ds 


at 


he 


nh. 
be 
mn 
ou 
ist 
all 


ly 





757 Birmingham (King 


way country town, it might be the essence 
of wisdom to do away with their powers 
in the case of a large charitable endow- 
ment situated in one of the chief cities of 
the kingdom, such as that which we are 
now dealing with. I submit, then, that if 
this Bill is passed it will not only be a 
great benefit to these schools, and very 
much calculated to promote their future 
welfare, but that it will also form a most 
useful precedent. I hope, therefore, that 


the House will not stultify itself by going | 


back upon its former decisions, as to the 
desirability of passing it into Law. 


Lord EDMOND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): This is a matter 
of very great importance, not only in 
itself, but because of the precedent it will 
set. The crowded condition of the House 
at this time of business is proof of that. 
I hope that the right hon. Gentleman the 


Member for West Birmingham, who is most | 


anxious for this Bill, will not think that 
those who oppose it desire in any way to 
charge the promoters of the Bill or the 
Corporation of Birmingham with being 
dishonest or incapable, or anything of 
that kind. If there is one corporation 
more than another which comes before 
this House with a good reputation 
in regard to all matters of local 
government, that public body is 
the Corporation of Birmingham. Still, 
admitting all that, I must urge the im- 
portance and value of an independent 


authority, like the Charity Commis- 
sioners, exercising supervision. The 
powers of the Charity Commis- 


sioners, are very large, not merely as_ 


regards malversation or dishonesty, or 
anything of that kind, but against pos- 
sible mistake and error. Those who have 
studied the reports quoted by my hon. 
friend know perfectly well that cases can 
be shown of trustees acting bona fide, but 
making mistakes. There was the extra- 
ordinary case mentioned the other day in 
the House which occurred in London. A 
large portion of the very valuable pro- 
perty of Lord’s cricket ground was on the 
point of being sold by the trustees of a 
certain charity, and they had almost 
parted with it when the Commissioners 
intervened, and got £20,000 more for it 
than the trustees were prepared to accept. 
May I remind my right hon. friend 
the Member for West Birmingham that 
in the evidence given in regard to this 
school before the Committee presided 


little difference of opinion. 
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, over by Mr. Shaw-Lefevre, it was stated 


that the corporation of that city put 
gentle pressure on the trustees of the: 
school to part with that property, and if 
the Commissioners had not intervened the: 
corporation would have forced them to. 
part with it under the Artisans’ Dwellings 
Act for much less than they were able to 
obtain when the matter was gone into in 
a different ‘way, and the property was 
exempted from that Act. Nobody on 
that occasion charged the corporation 
with being dishonest or stupid. It was a 
mistake made by business men. Sur- 
veyors and valuers fell into the mistake,. 
and it did not in the least reflect on the 
business capacity of the Corporation of 
Birmingham. It shows that even an able 
and intelligent body like a corporation is 
all the better for having a second opinion,, 
and that it should submit its own pro- 
posals to a body independent of all local 
interests, and able to approach the sub- 
ject in the manner the Charity Commis- 
sioners are able to do. I believe it could 
be shown that all those cases which have 
been placed before the House, and which 
have been called exceptions, are not ex- 
ceptions at all. They are all schools 


‘which have been dealt with by special 


Acts of Parliament. I may venture to: 


say, in conclusion, that the supporters of 


the Bill have not really satisfied the pub- 
lic opinion of this House, because they 
have not had the courage to submit the 
Bill to a Committee. On the Second 
Reading they promised a clause which 
many hon. Members entirely misunder- 
stood, and which my right hon. friend 
stated then, and stated now, is in reality 
not worth the paper it is written on. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFouR, Manchester, 
E.): There are two quite distinct ques- 
tions which Members of the House have 
got to decide before making up their 
minds in connection with this Bill. The 
first is the one which the noble Lord 
addressed himself to—namely, Is the 
arrangement proposed by this Bill better 
or worse than that for which this measure 
is a substitute? In other words, is this 
great charity likely to be better managed 
under this governing body than under 
the restrictions which necessarily and 
from the nature of the case are now im- 
posed upon it? That is a question on 
which I venture to say there is very 
Does any- 
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one seriously believe that the new 
governing body of this great institu- 
tion will mismanage the property ? 
Nohody doubts that the management will 
be conducted under far more favourable 
circumstances than those which at present 
hamper it. On the merits of the Bill, I 
say that the change which it is proposed 
to make will be a very beneficial one. 
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But there is another question on which | 


I venture to say there is a much greater 
difference of opinion. 
not whether this is an improvement as 
regards King Edward’s School, but 
whether it is right to improve this par- 
ticular school without also improving 
other institutions under similar cireum- 
stances; in other words, is it proper to 
deal with this institution by way of an 
exception, instead of waiting for a general 
measure freeing all schools at the same 
time, if they are to be freed, from the 
control of the Charity Commissioners ? 
It is on that point that I have formed a 
strong opinion, and I should not have 
troubled the House had there only been 
the first of the two points I have referred 
to. The second point is much wider than 
the first, and I think I am bound to say 
a word to the House in regard to it. In 
the first place, let me point out to the 
House that there is a great miscon- 
ception in some quarters—amongst those 
Members who complain that this is a 
private Bill introduced by a_ local 
authority without any reference to a 
central authority. That is not the 
case. The Bill was referred to the 
new Education Department, and upon 
it that Department passed judgment 
and introduced Amendments. 
Education Department are of opinion 
that the Bill runs on general lines 
they are prepared to approve of in other 
cases which resemble this one. There- 
fore, we are not legislating at random 
about a single case, but on general edu- 
cational conditions which have been con- 
sidered by the central department of the 
Government which this House has 
entrusted with the duty. In the next 


place, I ask myself is it possible to pro-' 


ceed in these matters in the way my 
right hon. friend and others refer to. 
They appear to think that we ought 
never to touch these schools at all, or 
that we should legislate for the 22,000 
important charities which are at present 
under the Charity Commissioners. It is 
manifestly impossible, in my judgment, 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


It is the question © 
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|to proceed by a general Act which shall 
| be applicabie to 22,000 cases, or half that 
number, or quarter that number, or 
|even an infinitesimal fraction of that 
number. Every case must be tried on 
its merits. I have no doubt that there 
are, outside Birmingham, other great 
educational institutions which may be 
treated, and they probably will be 
treated, as it is proposed to treat King 
Edward’s School. In those cases the 
Education Department will apply the 
same principle which is applied to this 
Bill. In future, private Bills dealing with 
those institutions will be submitted to 
the Education Department, and I have 
no doubt the House will be _ pre- 
pared to sanction similar measures 
to that which on this occasion they will 
sanction for King Edward’s School at Bir- 
mingham. There is, therefore, no ground 
for supposing that we are proceeding by 
way of making an undue exception in 
this matter, or indeed that it is possible 
to proceed on such broad lines and such 
universal lines of general legislation as 
some hon. Members appear to desire. 
For my own_part, I believe chat the con- 
sideration of each of these great ecluca- 
tional endowments should be on its 
merits, and that this is the only way 
which is likely to produce good results. 
Whether a Bill should be brought in as a 
public or a private measure seems to me 
to be a very subordinate matter, of mere 
technical interest, and under these 
circumstances I think it would be a most 
unhappy precedent if on the Third 
Reading and after the fourth discussion 
the House should reject the Bill. 


The new , 


Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): The 
question at issue is one which goes to the 
very root of our Parliamentary procedure, 
namely, whether the restrictions which 
have been deliberately imposed by Par- 
liament under the general law of the land 
in the administration of charitable trusts 
is to be whittled away in piecemeal fashion 
by successive attempts on the part of 
local communities to emancipate them- 
selves from those restrictions. I do not 
wish to say anything disrespectful of 
Birmingham, which is a very important 
place, and which for more than a genera- 
tion has been the laboratory of a number 
of very interesting municipal experiments. 
1 must say that I have not been convinced 
by any argument which I have heard 

‘from the right hon. Gentleman of the 
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proposition that a law which is good 
enough for the rest of England and Wales 
is not good enough for Birmingham. The 
vista which the right hon. Gentleman 
held out of the various charitable trusts 


of the country, or the communities for | 
which those trusts exist, coming forward | 


to this House with a succession of similar 
proposals to get rid in their particular 
cases of the responsibility imposed by the 


general law of the land is something | 


which I cannot contemplate with satis- 
faction. 


sioners are too rigid and inelastic in their 
nature to remain, as they have been now 
for a great many years, part of the general 


law, that is a difficulty which ought to be | 


dealt with—and can only be properly 


dealt with—by general legislation. So 


long as those safeguards have been de- 


liberately imposed by Parliament, so long ' 


as nobody contends that a case has been 
made out for an alteration of the general 
law, I think that, in the interests of our 
Parliamentary procedure—and, what is of 
still more vital importance, in the inte- 
rests of uniformity of the law with regard 
to the administration of charitable trusts 
throughout the country—this House 
ought to look with suspicion on a 
measure of this kind. On these grounds 
I shall be compelled to vote against the 
Third Reading. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The right 
hon. Gentleman has laid down a principle 
which he will find it inconvenient to 


practise in future, and which I am certain | 


he has not practised in the past. It is 
that there should be absolutely no ex- 
ception to the general law of this country. 
The Charity Commission apply the same 
restrictions in the case of a great institu- 


tion dealing with £50,000 a year and 700 | 


leases, and administered in the atmo- 


sphere of a great manufacturing and | 
keenly intelligent town, as they apply in | 
the case of some petty village charity. | 


Naturally, great irritation is produced 
in the case of the great institution by 
restrictions which are perfeetly right and 
proper for the petty village charity. Let 
me take as another instance the question 
of the municipal law of this country. 
The right hon. Gentleman spoke as if this 
was the first time on which the House 
had had the common-sense to deal with 
various cases on their different merits. 


If it be the case that the safe- | 
guards provided by the Charity Commis- | 
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| Nothing could be more absurd than to 
| put forward a proposal to put all charities. 
/ona Procrustean bed, and cut them all 
_according to the same pattern. That is 
| not a precedent which has been followed 
with regard to municipal corporations. 
There is not a municipal corporation of 
any importance which has not special 
legislation. A Committee was appointed 
to consider all cases of deviation from the 
general law on their merits; and since 
‘then variations have been permitted in 
the case of nearly all the great munici- 
palities, according to local circumstances. 
'Surely it is impertinent to come down 
here to try and frighten the House with 
| the idea that we are now creating a new 
precedent with regard to charities. I do 
not remember any private Bill which has 
been fought with greater persistency than 
‘this extremely innocent Bill. And yet,. 
except for the point with which I 
have just dealt, there is no general 
public interest involved in the matter. 
If hon. Members are pleased to suppose 
that the people of Birmingham are less. 
capable of managing this charity success- 
fully than the Charity Commissioners, 
who live in London and know nothing of 
the local circumstances, even then the 
people of Birmingham would be the only 
sufferers. There are only three bodies 
concerned. First, there are the Charity 
Commissioners, who declare themselves 
glad to get rid of the charity, though 
their representatives do not act in that 
spirit. Their representatives have come 
down here and said that, having stated 
their views on the subject, they are 
perfectly ready to hand over the control. 
| Secondly, there is the Board of Education, 
which is perfectly ready to take over the 
charity. Thirdly, there are the people of 
Birmingham, from which city not a 
whisper of opposition to the Bill has 
come, although the Bill has been before: 
the House all this time. The object of 
the whole people, without exception, is to 
secure the passage of the Bill. Do hon.. 
Members believe in local self-government 
‘or not? It is an extraordinary fact that 
'the persons who in theory express their 
| belief in allowing people to manage their 
| own affairs, whenever it comes to the point 
| insist that other people’s affairs should be 
| managed according their liking, and not 
|from the point of view of the people- 
‘concerned. If the people of Birmingham 
are fit to be entrusted with an ex- 
_penditure amounting to something like- 
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.£2,000,000 a year, surely they are fit to 
manage the thousand petty details con- 
nected with this charity, in regard to 
which at present they are put to great 
inconvenience and trouble by the regula- 
tions of the Charity Commissioners. I 
hope, on that ground alone, and on no 
‘other, as a mere matter of consistency, the 
House will be prepared by a very large 
majority to allow the people of Birming- 
ham to manage their own affairs. 
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Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) said that many hon. Members 
of this House desired to extend as much 
as possible the administrative power 
of corporations and other local bodies, 
but what he thought the House ought to 
‘be very careful about was giving to the 
governors of a charity the power to dispose 
of the corpus of their endowment. He 


{COMMONS} 
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wished to point out that, in consequence 
of the Charity Commissioners exercising 
control over the disposal of endowments, 
many thousands of pounds had been pre- 
served tothe charities which would other- 
wise have been frittered away. He knew 
of one case where the governors of the 
charity were prepared to sell some pro- 
perty for £20,000, but by the interference 
of the Charity Commissioners £40,000 
was obtained. In another case £2,500 
was the price arranged by the governors 
of a charity, but by the interference of the 
Charity Commissioners £8,000 was 
secured for the endowment. It was be- 
cause he thought they ought to be very 
careful with regard to giving such powers 
that he should oppose the Bill. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 170 ; Noes, 
102. (Division List No. 152.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 

_Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
‘Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A..J.(Manch’r) 
Bunbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Kt. Hn. A. H.S. -( Hunts. ) 
Beach, Rt. HnW.W.B. (Hants. 
Biddulph, Michael 

iBonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glsg’w 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Finch, Geor, 


Gedge, Sydney 


Hazell, Walter 





Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel ; 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDix’n 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxfoid,SirWilliam Theodore 
Elliott,Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


Mr. J. Chamberlain, 


Lafone, Alfred 





Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 


se H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Gartit, William 


Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. | 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon.LordGeorge | 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Harwood, George 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | 


Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hill,Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Statts. 
Howard, Joseph 

Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) | 
Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) | Jackson, Rt. Hon.Wm.Lawies | 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel,CaptainHerbertMerton | 
Johnson-Ferguson,JabezEdw. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor (Sw’ns’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cum’bl’nd 
Leighton, Stanley 

Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 

Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 

Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’!) 

Lonsdale, John Brownlee 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Macaleese, Daniel 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 

| Macdona, John Cumming 

| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,Sir Lewis(Edinb'gh, W. 

| M‘Kenna, Reginald 

| M‘Killop, James 

Manners, LordEdwardWm. J. 

or a Sir Frederick Thorpe 

| Mellor, Rt. Hon. J.W.(Yorks. 

Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 

Middlemore, Jn. Throgmorton 

| Milward, Colonel Victor 

| Monk, Charles James 

Morgan, Hn. Fred(Monm’thsh. 

Morrell, George Herbert 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 

Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 

Murnaghan, George 

| Murray, RtHnA Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newdigate, Fras. Alexander 

| Nicol, Donala Ninian 

| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 

Oldroyd, Mark 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

| Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 

Perey, Earl 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 

Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. ‘Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Randell, David 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 

Reckitt, Harold James 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Richards, Henry Charles 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 

Robinson, Brooke 
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Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Runciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Samuel H. S. (Limehouse) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sidebettom, William(Derbysh. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
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| Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 

| Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) 

, Steadman, William Charles 

| Stone, Sir Benjamin 

| Strachey, Edward 

| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 

| Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest Mr. 

| Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 





Business. 766 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Welby, Lt.-Cl. A.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
| Williams, J. Carvell (Notts) 
| Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wyndham, George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Austen Chamberlain 
and Mr. Lowe. 


NOES. 


Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 
Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bartley, George C. T. 


= | 
Bethell, Commander 


| Heath, James 


Bill, Charles Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 


Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, John 


| Hobhouse, Hen 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, Janes 


Cameron, Robert (Durham) | Knowles, Lees 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Labouchere, Henry 
| Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 


Carew, James Laurence 
Causton. Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Crombie, John William 

Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. SirWilliam Hart 
Emmott, Alfred 

Engledew, Charles John 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. Sird(Mane’r 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flower, Ernest 

Fry, Lewis 
Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley 


Leigh- Bennett, 


| Lough, Thomas 


M‘Crae, George 


Malcolm, Ian 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed, 
with Amendments. 


STANDING ORDERS. 

Ordered, That so much of Standing 
Order 91 as fixes Five as the quorum of 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders 
be read, and suspended. 

Ordered, That for the remainder of the 
session Three be the quorum of the Com- 
mittee.—(Mr. Halsey.) 


GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- | 


visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie ' 
upon the Table. 


| Greene,Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | 
Gunter, Colonel 
Gurdon,SirWilliam Brampton | 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 


| Holland, William Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Hornby, Sir Willian Henry 
| Horniman, Frederick John 
| Howell, William Tudor 
| Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHnSirU | 
| Kinloch, Sir John George S. 


Lewis, John Herbert 


| Lowther, Kt. Hn. 
| Lowther, RtHnJW(Cumb’land 
Maclean, Jaines Mackenzie 


M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 


Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mather, William 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Moon, Edward Robert Pac 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarth’n 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
Morley, Rt.Hon..J.( Montrose) | 


| Monday next. 


Morrison, Walter 

Myers, William Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

, O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Paliner, George Wm.(BReading) 

Paulton, James Mellor 

| Pease, HerbertPike(D’rlington 

Penn, John 

Pilkington,SirGeoA(LanesSW 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pym, C. Guy 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Sinelair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 

Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Stanhope, Hon Philip J. 
Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 

Stock, James Henry 

Thomas, David Alf.(Merthyr) 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H(Sheftfi’d 
Wallace, Robert 

Wason, Eugene 

Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


Henry Currie | 


James (Kent) | 


TKLLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Bond and Mr. Joseph 
A. Pease. 


sill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ([Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIR- 
MATION BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with an Amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 





767 Private Bill 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 
[ Pro- 


Reported, with Amendments 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 


Reported, without amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time on Mon- 
day next. 

LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL 

ORDER BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed] ; Report to le 
upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


LONDON (CLERKENWELL AND HOL- 
BORN) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 

LONDON capa COUNCIL (MONEY) 


sha 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 
BREWERY AND COMMERCIAL INVEST- 
MENT TRUST BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time. 
CUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
(BRIDGES) BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


SCOTTISH AMERICAN INVESTMENT 
COMPANY, LIMITED, BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time. 
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FALKIRK CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time. 


COMMERCIAL UNION ASSURANCE 
COMPANY BILL {Lords}. 
Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 


' Bill to be read the third time. 


SOUTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
(Lords. ] 

Reported, with Amendments; Report 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 

TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [Lords ] 

Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [Lords.] 
' CORK ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL 
[Lords. ] 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BRISTOL WATER BILL [Lords.] 
Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


| WHITECHAPEL AND BOW RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords ] 
WIRRAL RAILWAY BILL [Lords] 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords. ] 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BRAY AND ENNISKERRY RAILWAY 
BILL. 


| TOTTENHAM URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Electric 





Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill, 
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769 Petitions, 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 


3) Bill, Electric Lighting Provisional 


{22 JUNE 1900} 


Petitions. 770 


| Public Accounts.—That they give leave 
to the Clerk of the Parliaments to attend 


Orders (No. 4) Bill, Electric Lighting |in order to his being examined as a 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill, without} witness before the Select Committee 


Amendment. 

That they have agreed to Amendments 
to—Dorking Water Bill [Lords], Fish- 
guard Water and Gas_ Bill [Lords], 
Menstone Water (Transfer) Bill [Lords], 
Newport Corporation Bill [Lords], New- 
town and Llanllwchaiarn Urban 
Gas Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to confer further powers upon 
the Great Grimsby Street Tramways 
Company with respect to the construction 
and working of Tramways in the borough 
of Grimsby and for other purposes.” 


Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill 
{Lords}. 
Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 


confer upon the Corporation of Ramsgate 
further powers with reference to the local 
government and improvement of the 
borough ; and for other purposes.” Rams- 
gate Corporation Improvements Bill 
Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
authorise the North British Railway 
Company to construct certain new rail- 
ways, widenings, and other works; to 
confer further powers upon the Company 
and upon other Companies in connection 


with their respective undertakings ; to} LOCAL 
! 


amalgamate the Aberlady, Gullane, and 
North Berwick Railway Company, the 
Newport Railway Company, and the Eye- 
mouth Railway Company with the Com- 
pany; to transfer to and vest in the 
Company the undertaking of the Borrow- 


stounness Harbour Commissioners; to | 


enable the Burntisland Harbour Com- 
missioners to borrow and the Company to 
advance them further money ; to authorise 


to raise additional capital ; and for other 
urposes,” 


{Lords}. 


And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to | 


istrict | 


‘appointed by this House on “Public 
Accounts.” 


GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [Lords]. 


| 
| RAMSGATE CORPORATION IMPROVE- 
MENTS BILL [Lords]. 


NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords]. 


| WALSALL CORPORATION BILL {Lords}. 
Read the first time; and referred te 
the Examiners of Petitions for Privat 


Bills. 





PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Paisley, against’; to he 
upon the Table. 
FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. 
Petition from Walworth, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 





| LONDON 


North British Railway Bill 


LAND REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS! 
BILL. 
| Petition from Lee, against ; to lie upon 
| the Table. 
AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Bromley, 


and Beckenham ; to lie upon the Table 


BOROUGH COUNCILS (WO- 
MEN’S DISABILITIES REMOVAL) BILL. 


Petition from St. Mary, Battersea, in 


| favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


: ) , | PETTY CUSTOMS ABOLITION (SCOT- 
the Company to enter into working and | 
other agreements with the Invergarry | 
and Fort Augustus Railway Company ; | 


LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Dumfries, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY 1. 
IRELAND. 
Petition from Bournemouth, against 


empower the Corporation of Walsall to | establishment ; to lie upon the ‘Tale. 


construct tramways; to extend their 
powers in regard to their gas under- 


taking; to make further provision in 


regard to financial matters ; and for the 
improvement of the borough; and for 
other purposes.” 
Bill [Lords]. 


VOL. LXXXIV. 


Walsall Corporation 


[FourTH SERIEs.] 





SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Uckfield; 
Burgess Hill; Eastbourne (two) ; 
Brighton (two); Bradford ; Newhaven ; 
Newburn ; Deal; Lymington ; Gosport ; 


2E 
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Luton ; Henley-on-Thames ; Ashington ;| Scotswood ; South Norwood (two) ; Wal- 
Greenhead ; Hexham ; Horsham (two) ;! bottle; Saltburn; Sengdale ; Newby ; 
Newbiggin-by-the-Sea ; and Birkenhead ;| Stokesley; Darnall, Bedford College ; 
. “ ? 

to lie upon the Table. Atherton (two) ; New Brompton ; Pudsey 
| (two) ;Southminster ; Leigh ; Sparkbrook ; 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | Small Heath ; Carne Abbas ; Lyme Regis : 
: ™ HILDREN (No. 2) ym | Bowbridge ; Middle Hulton ; Farnworth ; 
Petitions against, from East Berks ;} Wibsey ; Idle (six) ; Thackley ; Eccleshill 
and Loughborough ; to lie upon the | (two); Heston; Tyldesley (two); Lan- 
Table. |easter; Grange-over-Sands; Barking ; 
Petitions in favour, from Portsmouth ;; Southend-on-Sea (three);  Ashton-on- 
Tunbridge Wells; Southport (nine) ; | Ribble ; Whittlesea ; Downham Market ; 
Dover (two); Northampton; Dowlais | Brigg (six); Dovercourt ; New Wands- 
(thirteen) ; Croydon (four); Herne Bay; worth; Middleham; Middlesbrough ; 
Camberwell (two); Elham; Snainton;| Ferry Hill; Eastbourne (six); Burgess 
Sherburn; East Ayton; Brampton; Hill; Blechington; Stanton St. John; 
Scarborough (five); Seamar; Crosby ; | Oxford (three) ; Cassington (two) ; Long 
Southmolton (two); New Tredegar; Handborough ; Bladon ; Ebbes ; Brades ; 
Wath : Burgess Hill ; Littlehampton : Newhaven; Bolsover ; Woodford ; Elm ; 
Llanelly (twenty - three); Birkdale; Leeds; Widnes; Glossop; Buxton 
Crossens ; Stockport ; Pudsey ; Padiham ;| (three) ; North-West —_ Derbyshire ; 
Hackney ; Clapham Road; Trawden ;| Whitton; Isleworth ; Copthorne; Hay- 
South St. Pancras (seven); Ainsdale;|ward’s Heath; Uckfield; Broughty 
Earlestown ; Liverpool ; Waterloo (two) ;| Ferry ; Brighton (two); Tyldesley ; 
Aymestry ; Leintwardine ; Adley Moor ; | Islington (five) ; Hillmarton ; Goataere ; 
Wigmore ; Hayle ; Forest of Dean; St.| Market Rasen; Binbrook; Aylsham ; 
Clether; Week; St. Mary; Tresmeer;) London ; East Bristol (two) ; Eastwood ; 
Boyton ; Altarnon ; St.Gennys; Warbstow; , Tickhill ; Bingley ; Bristol (thirteen) ; 
Watford ; Harrogate ; Brighton (three) ; ;,Garras Mawyan ; Warrington ; Gulfach ; 
Tresparrett ; Maxworthy : Treneglos < Paignton ; Stockport ; Newbiggin-by-the 
Poundstock ; Jacobstow ; Bury ; Luck- | Sea; Deal ; Kingswood (two) ; Lidgate ; 
well Bridge; Wood Green; Bicester ;| Wickhambrook ; West Hartlepool (two) ; 
Tyersal ; Edmonton; Norwich ; Measham; Hartlepool ; Glasgow ; Eltham ; Wimble- 
Weston-super-Mare ; Sevenoaks; South-| don; Southampton; Calne; Chippen- 
ampton (four); Redruth; St. Breward; ham; Cwm-y-gaist; Huddersfield ; Tis- 
Copthorne ; Launceston; Stratton; St. | bury ; Ely ; Mostyn ; Chedworth ; Melk- 
Michaels; Darwen; Smethwick (two) ;/ sham; Gasberton ; Bradford-on-Avon ; 
Handsworth (three); Whittle Brook ;| Cowes; Seaforth; Whiteparish ; Wad- 
Patricroft (two) ; Flixton ; Little Hulton ;| hurst ; Sudbury ; Longwood ; Ryburgh ; 
Eccles (two); Swinton; Pendlebury ;| Puddington ; Witheridge ; Griffithstown 
Birmingham (two) ; Burnley (six); Mere-| (two); Ashington; Dulwich (two); 
clough; Calverley; Pudsey; Nomans-| Penge ; Purley ; Horsham (three) ; Craw- 
land ; Widnes (three) ; Lymington (two) ;| ley (two) ; Liskeard ; Oldbury ; Terring- 
Fordingbridge (two); Seagrave; Saint | ton; Swansea (three) ; Cawston ; Itter- 
Helens (two); Sutton Oak; Bishop | ingham ; Louth ; Langworth ; Berkhamp- 
Waltham ; Ponder’s End; Garston ; St. | stead ; Oswersby ; Wood Green ; Keigh- 
Asaph ; Mossley Hill; Old Kent Road;| ley (six); Greenhead ; Hexham (two); 
Wandsworth; Balham Grove; Short-|Slaley ; Hemel Hempstead ; South Man- 
lands ; Bromley (two); Sheffield (five) ;| chester ; Cross Hills; Wells next the 
Witham; Whiston; Maldon; High | Sea; Tottenham ; Thornton : Sutton-in- 
Barnet ; Bute; Braintree; Loughton | Craven; Bexhill; Ealing Dean; West 
(five); Peterborough (two); Langstone;|Coanwood; Allendale Town; Kentish 
Wootton-under-Edge (two); Charfield ;;Town, N.W.; Burgess Hill (two) ; Man- 
Gosport ; Gloucester; Burnham; Ship-| chester ; Stockport ; Oakham ; Knares- 
ham ; Beaufort; Cwm; Victoria; Porth-| borongh ; Hibaldstow ; Westwood ; St. 
cawl ; Seaforth ; Kennington ; Islington ; | Silas; Aston (six); Birmingham (two) ; 
Weston-super-Mare ; Aberystwyth ; Bat- | Bedminster (three); Sudbury; Cleck- 
tersby Junction; Eye; York; Adisham ;| heaton; Nottingham; Forest Hill; 
Shoreham ; Portslade ; Southern Cross ;| Widnes ; Luddendenfoot ; Henham ; Saf- 
Wisbech (two); Bolney; Newburn; fron Walden; Walsingham; Holbeach 
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(six); Fleet Fen; Whaplode Drove ;| Barling; Whittlesea (two) ; Lessingham ; 
Barwell; Earl Shilton; Hinckley ;| Tyldesley ; Norwich ; Brigg (six) ; Middle- 
Brampton; Wickmere; Hamworth ;| ham ; Ferry Hill ; Southend-on-Sea (two) ; 
Alborough ; Cowling Hill; Old Cleeve ;| Middlesbrough (three); North Ormesby 
Broomfield ; and Timberscombe ; to lie | (two); Eastbourne (five); Newhaven 
upon the Table. (two); Brades; South Norwood (two) ; 
Croydon; Newburn; Stoneham; Wis- 
pale faaan tae ae ee ae bech ; Friday Bridge ; Sherburn ; Seamer 

DAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) | (9) 5 Brompton ; East Ayton ; Snain- 

BILL. ton; Scarborough (three); Sugdale ; 
Saltburn ; Stokesley ; Walbottle ; Newby ; 


Petition from Sheffield, in favour ; to Battersby ; Herne Bay; Dover; South 
; ’ 9% 


lie upon the Table. Molton; Uckfield; East Northants ; 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | Buxton (two) ; Elm ; Glossop ; Waltham~ 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. stow; Garston; St. Helens; Aston; 


Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie Horsham ; Micheldever 2 Cleckheaton ; 
Se the Tahia Swansea, ; Cawston ; Itteringham ; Thorn- 
Re st Fs ton; Aylsham ; Walsingham ; Whaplode 
Petitions in favour, from Glasgow ;| Drove ; Holbeach ; Hinckley ; Barwell ; 
Elgin ; Dyce ; and Dundee ; to lie upon Brompton ; Alborough ; Bideford ; Sun- 
the Table. derland; Market Rasen; Langworth ; 
ees aes we _. | Hemel Hempstead ; Wood Green ; Heallys; 
SUNDAY C a Keighley (three) ; Cross Hills; Glasgow ; 
Hanworth ; Belper ; Owersby ; Abercarne ;. 
Tottenham ; Wickmere ; Sudbury ; Garras 
. z 3 Mawgan ; Binbrook ; Abbotsham ; Green- 
Earlestown ; Waterloo (two); Crosby ;| head; Paignton ; Allendale ; Hexham-on- 
Aymestry ;  Llanelly (twenty-three) ; Tyne; Gorleston ; Warrington ; Wither- 
Hastings (two) ; Truro ; Tresillian ; Mer- idge ; Great Ryburgh; Paddington ; 
thyr ; Penweathers ; Lydney ; Old Cleeve ; Gelligaer ; Sabden; Openshaw; West 
Bury (two); Walton-on-Thames ; Luck- Hartlepool (two); Hartlepool ; Eltham ; 
well Bridge ; Timberscombe ; Redruth ; | Seaforth ; Purley ; East Dulwich ; Mo- 
Delabole; Copthorne; St. Breward ; | therwell- St. Cleer ; Polruan ; Newbiggin 
Launceston (three); Maxworthy ; Warb- by the Sea ; Htheash (three) ; West 
stow; Trespanett; Treneglos; Pound-| Goanwood ; St. Silas ; Aston (two) ; Aston 
stock ; Jacobstow ; Cold Northcott ; Week | Park ; and Lymington; to lie upon the 
St. Mary ; Boyton ; Tresmeer ; Stratton ; ;| Table. res Ye, neat 
Saint Gennys ; Pudsey ; : Smethwick | 
(three); Handsworth ; Patricroft two) - - si aia aes 
penta: Whittle Br ook ; Flixton viele | faseiae enh peel LE i 
Hulton ; "Birmingham (two) ; Stockport ; | 
Burnley (five) ; Pendlebury ; Mereclough ; 
Odley Moor; Fulledge ; Nomansland : 
Seagrave ; Southampton ; Sutton Oak ; | Tabi 
St. Helens ; Ponders End ; Widnes (six) ; | at 
Oxford ; Mossley Hill; Balham Grove ; 
Bicester ; Brighton (three) ; Altarnon : SETITP YS PR me ay 
Norfolk (two); Tyersal ; Sheffield (two) ; sabes ies Sear lirmitac tices 
Maldon ; Sevenoaks ; ‘Measham : Steb- | 
bing; Loughton; Longstone; Hamble-| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
don; Gosport ; Manchester (six); Lut- | ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 
ton ; Rhymney; Ebbw Vale (two) ; : Return presented, relative thereto 
New Tredegar ; Waunllwyd; Beau- [ordered 21st June; Mr. Ritchie]; to lie 
fort; Cwm; Aberystwyth ;  Glyn-| upon me Table, and to be printed. 
corwg ; Moreton- in-Marsh ; Porthcawl ; (No. 227 
Dowiais (fifteen) ; Forest of Dean ; Tim. | 
berscombe ; Launceston ; Darnall ; a ee LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
(two) ; Sparkbrook ; Small Heath ; Cerne | ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 
Abbas ; Bowbridge ; Lyme Regis ; ‘Middle| Return presented, relative thereto 
Hulton ; Farnworth : Atherton (two) ;| [ordered 21st June; Jr. Ritchie]; to lie 


2K 2 


Petitions in favour, from Burgess Hill 
(two); Birkdale; Southport (nine) ; 





Petitions in favour, from Southport ; 
Newton Nottage ; Gelligaer ; Newcastle ; 
| Emlvn; and Raglan; to lie upon the 





A 
| 
| 
| 
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upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 228.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882 To 1890 
(PROCEEDINGS). 

Copy presented, of Report by the 
Board of Trade respecting the Applica- 
tions to and Proceedings of the Board of 
Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 
1882 to 1890, during the past year [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 229.] 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS. 
Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 15th June; Sir John William 


Muaclure|; to lie upon the Table, and to— 


be printed. [No. 230.] 

EAST INDIA RAILWAYS (PURCHASE). 
Return presented, relative thereto 

{Address 18th June; J/r. Cohen}; to lie 

upon the Table. 


BEDFORDSHIRE REGIMENT 
(RECRUITS, ETC.). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
{Address 9th May; Afr. Hudson]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LEAD POISONING. 

Address for “Return giving (a) the 
number of cases of Lead Poisoning re 
ported under the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 1895, in the manufacture of earthen- 
ware and china during the period from 
the 1st day of January, 1899, to the 31st 
day of May, 1900, distinguishing between 
cases in the decorative processes and cases 
in the processes of dipping, ware cleaning, 
etc. ; (b) the number of persons suspended 
from working in dangerous processes by 
the certifying surgeons for the Hanley, 
Burslem, Tunstall, and Stoke districts in 
the same manufacture during the same 
period, in pursuance of the special rules.” 
—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 





QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — PROPOSED 
VISIT OF COLONIAL CONTINGENTS 
TO THE MOTHER COUNTRY. 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 

Central): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 


{COMMONS} 
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| Australia, Western Australia, New Zea- 
land, Tasmania, Ceylon, Cape Colony, and 
| Natal for South Africa can be dispensed 
with by Lord Roberts, he will endeavour 
to facilitate the visit to the Mother 
Country of representatives of those con- 
tingents. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY ror 
WAR (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
proposal has been for some time under 
consideration, and the Secretary of State 
has consulted Lord Roberts on the sub- 
ject. 


RELEASED BRITISH PRISONERS. 

Mr. PALMER (Reading): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
when he will be able to publish for the 
information of their friends the names of 
all officers and men who were taken 
prisoners during the war in South Africa 
and have now been released by the action 


of Lord Roberts. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The-names of the 
‘officers were published on Tuesday, the 
19th inst. The names of the men have 

not yet been reported by Lord Roberts. 


PROMOTIONS FROM THE RANKS. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Oldham) : I beg to 
_ask the Under Secretary of State for 
| War if he will state what is the number 
of men during the past six months pro- 
|moted from the ranks of the regular 
| forces at present serving in South Africa ; 
and how many of these are infantry, 
‘mounted infantry, cavalry, artillery, or 
engineers. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The numbers are 
as follow :—Cavalry, 3; artillery, 4; 
‘engineers, 1; infantry, 30; total, 38. 
|The returns sent to the War Office do 
not distinguish mounted infantry from 
infantry. 





RETURN OF RESERVISTS FROM 
SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Hertfordshire, 
Hertford) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War whether, since the 

‘employers of many skilled artisans who 
are Reservists now in South Africa are 
keeping their situations open for them, 
any assurance can be given that Reservists 











tary of State for War if, when the ser-| who desire to return to their avocations 
vices of the troops raised by Canada, New | will be among the first soldiers to be sent 
South Wales, Victoria, Queensland, South home on the conclusion of hostilities, 
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even if they should happen to belong to 


regiments to be ultimately employed in | 
| vists in Section D who have been called 


the army of occupation. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: It would be pre- 


mature to give any such assurance at the | 
present time, but full consideration will | 


be given to the suggestion, not only for 
the sake of the men, but of the employers 
who have acted in so patriotic a manner. 


SETTLEMENT OF SOLDIERS IN SOUTH 
AFRICA AFTER THE WAR. 

Mr. EVELYN CECIL: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, as many Reservists now serving 
in South Africa are skilled artisans, care- 


ful attention will Se given to their case in | 


considering the question of offering in- 
ducements to soldiers to settle in South 
Africa after the war. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The whole ques- 
tion of grants to soldiers willing to settle 
in South Africa after the war has been 
referred to an Interdepartmental Com- 
mittee. 


PENSIONS FOR ARMY NURSING 
SISTERS. 
Mr. BOSCAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge) : 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention 
has been called to the scale of pen- 
sions given to members of the Army 
Nursing Service, under which the 
highest pension that an army nursing 
sister can receive is £37 a year after 
twenty-one years service, and that she 
cannot receive more even if she continues 
to work till she is sixty years of age, and 
that the average pension is less than 
this ; and whether, in view of the work 
done by the members of the service, 
especially during the war in South Africa, 
pensions on a more liberal scale could be 
provided. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: An army nursing 
sister receives a pension of £26 a year 
after twenty-one years service and £35 
after 30 vears service; but in any case 
of “special devotion to her duties” or on 
being appointed superintendent a higher 
rate, up to a maximum of £50, may be 
granted. It is not thought necessary to 
increase these rates. 


RESERVISTS’ PENSIONS. 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
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\for War if he is now in a position to 


state whether, in the case of the Reser- 


up for active service in South Africa, the 
whole time of their service in Sections A, 
B, C, or D counts for pensions ; and, if 
so, whether they will be given an oppor- 
tunity of re-engaging to complete twenty- 
one years service for pensions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Time in the Re- 


| serve counts for pension if the Reservist 
‘is permitted to re-engage to complete 
| twenty-one years with the colours. {t is 


not the intention of the Government to 
give any general permission to Reservists 
to re-engage, because such a measure, be- 
sides being very expensive, would deplete 
the Reserve, which it is the policy of the 
Government to enlarge. But a cértain 
number of the Reservists will probably be 
allowed to re-engage after the war is 
over. 


VOLUNTEER MOUNTED INFANTRY 
GRANT. 

Major RASCH (Essex, S.E.): On be- 
half of the Member for Hastings, I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
what grant the Government proposes to 
give towards the expenses of Volunteer 
mounted infantry beyond the ordinary 
grant to Volunteers. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not in a 


position to answer that at present. 


ALDERSHOT MANCEUVRES—HEAT 
FATALITIES. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War whether he will 
lay upon the table of the House the 
report of the inquiry to be made into the 
causes of the recent disaster at Aldershot. 


Masor RASCH: At the same time 
may I ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury if the Government have any ob- 
jection to laying the Report of the Court 
of Inquiry on the casualties at Aldershot 
on Monday, 11th June, upon the Table 
of the House. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
and gallant Member for South - east 
Essex will allow me to answer at the 
same time the question which he has 
addressed to the First Lord. The 
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Court, but by the Adjutant-General, has 
established all the facts, no one of which 
is in dispute, or even in doubt. There is 
no objection to publishing the facts in 
greater detail than has already been 
given to the House. In respect of the 
omission to order that helmets should be 
worn by all men provided with them the 
Commander-in-Chief considers that the 
action which he has taken meets the 
requirements of the case. In respect of 


failure in the supply of light refresh- | 


ments to two battalions, and of the 
number and duration of halts on the 
march back to camp, the Adjutant- 
General is inquiring into the action taken 
by individual officers commanding _bat- 
talions, and the Commander-in-Chief will 
administer such reprimands or cautions as 
each case may demand. 


8TH HUSSARS—OFFICERS ON SPECIAL 
DUTY. 


CoLoNEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg | 


to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that Major and 
Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel Le Gallais, and 
Major and Brevet Colonel Mahon, &th 


Hussars, have been emp'oyed on special | 
duties away from their regiment, the | 
former for about six years, the latter for | 
about ten years, without being seconded, | 


so that none have been promoted or ap- 
pointed to do their regimental work ; and 
whether he can see his way to a rule 
being made that whenever an officer is 
employed away from his regiment for 
more than twelve months continuously he 
shall be made supernumerary in his regi- 
ment, in order that those doing his regi- 
mental work may have due rank, and the 
complement of officers doing duty with 
the regiment be kept complete. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Majors employed 
extra-regimentally are replaced by 
captains, who carry out the necessary 
regimental work. 


In reply to a further question by 
Colonel WELBY, 
*Mr. WYNDHAM said additional 
captains were appointed to do the work, 
but not additional majors. 


PROMOTIONS OF 
TENANTS OF 
ENGINEERS. 
Mr. NEWDIGATE (Warwickshire, 

Nuneaton): I beg to ask the Under 


SECOND  LIEU- 
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| Secretary of State for War whether the 
Secretary of State for War has now come 
to a decision as to whether second 
lieutenants of Artillery and Engineers 
should be put on an equal footing as 
| regards promotion with second lieutenants 
; of cavalry and infantry. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: This question is 
| still under consideration. 


MILITIA OFFICERS’ PAY. 

Mr. BOSCAWEN : I beg to ask the 
| Under Secretary of State for War, having 
'regard to the fact that the officers of 
/embodied Militia are placed on exactly 
the same footing as Line battalions, so far 
as duties and pay are concerned during 
embodiment, and that in consequence the 
senior major of a Militia battalion, 
though not formally appointed second in 
command, has the same duties to _per- 
form as the second in command of a Line 
battalion, whether he ought not to 
receive the additional pay, over and 
above a major’s pay, which is given to the 
seconds in command of Line battalions. 


IXTAYT ar fa al ° " 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The question is 
under consideration. . 


} 


MILITIA COMMISSIONS. 

Mr. BOSCAWEN : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that subalterns of Militia, who 
joined the force in order to obtain com- 
missions in the Line, are unable to obtain 
them during embodiment, because their 
services are required with their Militia 
units, while at the same time a number 
of commissions are being given to the 
universities and public schools, to boys 
who have never don any soldiering, but 
who will now become their seniors in the 
Army; and whether the commissions 
given to Militia subalterns at the end of 
embodiment can be ante-dated, so that 
they shall not lose seniority through ser- 
vice in the Militia. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: My hon. friend is 
under an entire misapprehension. The 
majority of the commissions given to 
Militia officers recently have been granted 
to officers while serving in embodied 
regiments and bear date prior to those 


it should be remembered, are all over 
twenty years of age. No commissions 
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have as yet been given to any public 
school boys. 


Mr. BOSCAWEN: I want to know 


not what has been done, but what is | 


going to be done with reference to those 


subalterns now serving in the Militia, in | 
many cases abroad, who are unable to | 
come home and prepare for examination, ' 


and in many cases may not be able to 
compete at all. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: That is not the 
question on the Paper. 
embodied subalterns. But I hope in a 
very few days to publicly announce a 


modification of the conditions of examina- | 


tion on the lines laid down by the Member 
for South-East Essex, namely, a propor- 
tionate number of marks for service of 
embodiment. 


Mr. BOSCAWEN: And may I ask 
that the announcement may be made as 
soon as possible, in view of the great 
interest taken in this subject ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member | 
The scheme is being | 


need not ask that. 
worked at two or three hours daily. 


CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN MOVEMENT~— , 


PRESENT POSITION AT 
TIENTSIN, ETC. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS 


PEKING, 


(Flint 


Boroughs): I beg toask the Under Secre- | 


tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
he has any official information from China 


to the effect that the Foreign Legations | 


at Peking are safe ; and whether there is 
any further news from Tientsin or from 
the expeditionary force. 


*THE UNDER 


Surrey, Guildford): We have no news 
from Peking, or from the expeditionary 
forces. A runner from Tientsin, 18th 
June, arriving at Ta-ku yesterday, gave 
information of the situation at Tientsin 
that several attacks had been made and re- 
pulsed. On 17th Chinese shelled foreign 
settlement. The Chinese Military College 
was then attacked by a mixed force of 
175 Austrians, British, Germans, and 


Italians, who destroyed the guns, burnt , 


the college with considerable store of 
ammunition, and killed the defenders. 
The Russians with their four heavy field 
guns did excellent service. The British 
loss was 1 killed, 5 wounded; the Germans, 
1 killed ; the Italians, 2 wounded ; the 
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| Russians, 7 killed, 5 wounded. Chinese 
during night of 17th tried to seize bridge 
'of boats, but were repulsed with loss, 
‘including, it is reported, a Chinese 
General. The Rear-Admiral at Ta-ku 
| telegraphs last night that information 
|has been received from Tientsin by 
‘runner up to 20th June, to the effect 
that fighting was going on, and that rein- 
forcements were required. We have 
heard further by telegram from the Rear- 
| Admiral, dated Ta-ku, last night, Chefoo 
this morning, as follows-— 

“T am hoping that Tientsin may be relieved 

| to-night, 2lst June. No news from Com- 
| mander -in- Chief. Her Majesty’s ship 
“Terrible” landed this morning 382 officers 
and men of the 2nd Battalion Royal Welsh 
| Fusiliers and Royal Engineers.” 
It is believed that various other bodies of 
troops will arrive within a day or two, if, 
indeed, they have not arrived already. 
Arrangements have been made by Her 
| Majesty’s Government to supplement 
very considerably the force already 
| placed under orders for China. 


BRITISH FORCES ON THE CHINA 
ST. 


ATION. 

Sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty if he can state approximately the 
strength and composition of the British 
‘force on shore under the command of the 
Admiral Commanding-in-Chief on the 
China station ; whether this force is com- 
posed of units drawn from Her Majesty’s 
ships on the station, and whether the 
| ships from which these units are with- 
|drawn are complete in every respect in 
| fighting efficiency ; what proportion does 
| the strength of force on shore bear to the 
aggregate number of combatants borne by 
the ships from which the force on shore 
has been drawn; and whether, on that 
| distant station, any supplementary force 
‘to the complements of the ships is placed 
‘at Hong Kong or elsewhere at the dis- 
/posal and under the control of the 
Admiral, to enable him to provide for 
‘minor military operations and contin- 
gencies without detriment to the complete 
| fighting efficiency of his fleet. 

' 


THe SECRETARY to THE ADMI- 
/RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) : 
|My right hon. friend is unavoidably 
‘absent, but he wishes me to give his 
|reply as follows :—“ We have no infor- 
mation as to the composition of the 
| British force on shore under the command 


| 
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of Admiral Seymour, and I am thus pre- 
vented from answering the questions on 
that point ; but no doubt large numbers 
cannot be landed from ships without 
diminishing their fighting efficiency. The 
answer to the last question is in the 
negative, but, of course, the hon. and 
gallant Gentleman will remember that 
there are troops at Hong Kong who co- 
operate with the naval authorities when 
the necessity arises.” 

Sir J. COLOMB: But they cannot fill 
up the vacancies on the ships. How do 
the Admiralty propose to replace the 
men taken away by Admiral Seymour ? 

Mr. MACARTNEY: I must ask for 
notice. 


Questions. 


THE PRESS AND FOREIGN OFFICE 
PAPERS. 


*Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
will he explain why advance copies of 
printed Papers issued by the Foreign 
Office are not presented to the Morning 
Leader in the same way as they are given 
to other daily papers ; how many news- 
papers that support the South African 
policy of the Government receive these 
Papers, and how many papers that oppose 
that policy are similarly privileged, and 
whether the printed Papers are supplied 
by the Foreign Office at the public 
expense ; and how many sets of Papers 
are so distributed, and among what 
papers. 

*Mr. BRODRICK : Oniy a limited list 
of newspapers receive advance, copies of 
printed Papers issued by the Foreign 
Office, and the number of newspapers 
gratuitously supplied could not be in- 


creased without opening the door widely. | 


Twenty-one press agencies and news- 
papers are supplied by the Foreign Office 
at the public expense — namely, Central 
News, Central Press, Daily Chronicle, Daily 


Graphic, Paily Mail, Daily News, Daily | 
Telegraph | 


Telegraph, Echo, Exchange 
Company, (Glohe, London and China Tele- 
graph, Money Market Review, Morning 
Advertiser, Morning Post, National Press 
Agency, Observer, Pall Mull Gazette, Press 
Association, Standard, Times, Reuter’s 
Telegram Company. There is no infor- 


mation at the Foreign Office as to the 
views of these agencies and journals 
upon the South African policy of Her 
Majesty’s Government. 
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*Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that all these 
papers support the South African policy 
of the Government ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


Questions. 


OUTRAGE ON A BURMESE WOMAN 
AT RANGOON—THE WEST KENT 
REGIMENT. 


Sm LEWIS MIVER (Edinburgh, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if he can state the names and rank 
| of the officials in the several departments 
who have heen held to share in the 
responsibility for the failure of justice in 
| the case of the West Kent Regiment at 
| Rangoon, and in what form in each in- 
| stance has the Government of India 
| marked its disapproval. 
| Tue SECRETARY or STATE For 
| INDIA (Lord G. HAmiLton, Middlesex, 
| Ealing): The Government of India have 
| given a most careful and thorough con- 
sideration to this matter, and their 
|reports and conclusions have been re- 
vieved by myself and by the Secretary 
of State for War. A cercain number of 
ofiicers, both civil and military, have been 
censured or otherwise punished for their 
part in the proceedings ; but it has not 
been thought desirable, except in a few 
cases, to publish the decisions which have 
been arrived at ; and I am therefore un- 
able to give my hon. friend the infor- 
mation for which he asks. 





INDIAN BUDGET. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, having regard 
to the continuance of the condition of 
affairs in India arising out of the famine, 
and in view of the desirability that a con- 
venient opportunity should be given to 
the House to discuss questions of vital 
interest to the people of India under the 
| present circumstances, he will arrange to 
take the Indian Budget at an earlier date 
this session than is usually the case. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
|SURY (Mr. A. J. Barrour, Man- 
chester, E.): I have already answered 
the question. I cannot give the hon. 
'Gentleman any promise of better treat- 
/ment until I see what course public busi- 
| ness takes. If an opportunity for earlier 
| discussion really arises, especially in the 
| special circumstances, I should be glad to 
| meet the wish of the hon. Gentleman. 
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REPORT OF THE CHIEF INSPECTOR 
OF FACTORIES. 

*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he can 
now state when the Report of the Chief 
Inspector of Factories and Workshops 
will be in the hands of Members ; and, 
when the copy was sent to the printer 
from the Home Office, and what was the 
date at which the last proofs were passed 
for press. 

I have also to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for the Home Department if he 
can explain how it comes that the Report 
of the Chief Inspector of Factories and 
Workshops was only  presentel on 
Wednesday afternoon. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): The Report is promised by 
Tuesday, the 3rd of July. All the 
manuscript of the tables was in the 
printers’ hands by the 12th of April, 
and all the manuscript of the text 
by the 15th of May. ‘The final altera- 
tions and corrections in the Lady In- 
spector’s Report—which was the latest 
portion—were received by the printers 
last Wednesday morning. A final proof 
has been promised by to-morrow. 


W.C.D.0. AUXILIARY POSTMEN AND 
THE TWEEDMOUTH REPORT. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if he will explain why 
six auxiliary postmen working at the 
W.C.D. Office are refused the benefits 
recommended by the Tweedmouth Com- 
mittee to be granted to all auxiliaries 
working five hours and upwards, although 
they are doing exactly the same duty as 
others who are in receipt of these bene- 
fits; and will he, in pursuance of the 
promise given by him, see that this 
grievance is at once redressed. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Tweedmouth 
Committee recommended that auxiliaries 
who were employed at the date of their 
Report in 1897 on duties occupying five 
hours a day and upwards should be allowed 
annual and sick leave and a boot allow- 


ance ; but this was not to apply to future | 


entrants. The auxiliaries to whom the 
hon. Member refers were employed last 
year in exceptional circumstances, when 
it was found that the supply of ex- 
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soldiers or sailors and of telegraph 
messengers for employment as assistant 
postmen on short-time postmen’s duties 
occupying four hours a day and upwards 
was insufficient. These auxiliaries are 
paid at a higher rate than assistant post- 
men, but on the understanding that they 
have no claim to the privileges of annual 
or sick leave, boot allowances, pension or 
gratuity. 


LONDON TELEGRAPH SERVICE—TEA 
RELIEFS. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary tothe Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether, seeing 
that counter-clerks and telegraphists em- 
ployed at the Eastern District Post Office 
and the Aldgate branch office are com- 
pelled to serve at the public counter 
during tea time, the Postmaster General 
will take steps to provide them with 
relief during this period in the interests 
of the staff and the public. 


Mr. HANBURY: The counter-clerks 
and telegraphists at the offices in question 

as at other offices in London—are 
allowed half an hour for refreshments in 
the middle of the day, during an 
attendance of eight hours, but they are 
not entitled to a second interval for tea. 
No objection, however, is raised to their 
partaking of tea when on duty, or of 
leaving the counter for this purpose when 
the state of the duty permits, which 


generally happens, as counter work 
slackens down late in the day. The 


Postmaster General is not prepared to 
concede to counter-clerks and _ tele- 
graphists the right to two intervals for 
meals in a normal attendance of eight 
hours. 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH OFFICE— 
DINNER INTERVALS. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he is 
aware that the staff in the cable room of 
the Central Telegraph Office, London, are 
being punished for taking thirty-one and 
thirty-two minutes for dinner, this relief 
time being the only one permitted when 
on duty from 10 a.m. to 8 p.m. ; and that 
it frequently happens that one-half of the 
time is occupied in being served at the 
refreshment rooms, owing to the arrange- 
ments of that branch ; and whether the 
Postmaster General will give instructions. 
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that the clerks are to be allowed a reason- 
able time for dining purposes. 


Mr. HANBURY : No officer has been 
punished for exceeding his dinner time 
—thirty minutes—by one or two minutes. 
When, however, the excess has been 
three minutes and upwards the offender 
has been cautioned, and frequent repeti- 
tions of these excesses have very properly 
been punished by the infliction of extra 
duty. No relief from the instrument 
galleries for purposes of refreshment 
other than the thirty minutes for dinner 
time is given, but to all on duty later 
than 5 p.m. tea is served and partaken 
of by the telegraphists at their circuits. 


Questions. 


fifteen minutes rarely occurs, and when 
the late return of a telegraphist is proved 
to have arisen from causes over which he 
had no control the excess time is of course 
excused. The Postmaster General does 
not consider that any fresh rule on this 
subject is necessary. 


Mr. STEADMAN: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman think that thirty minutes 
is sufficient for a man to leave the instru- 
ment room, get his dinner, and come 
back again 4 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
DOCKS ROYAL COM- 

MISSION. 

Mr. ALBAN GIBBS (London): Can 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 
af the Board of Trade now state the con- 
stitution and terms of reference to the 
Docks Commission ? 


THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Ritcutr, Croydon): The 
terms of reference of the Royal Commis- 
sion on the London dock question are as 
follows— 


* To inquire into the present administration 
of the Port of London and the water ap- 
proaches thereto; the adequacy of the accom- 
modation provided for vessels and the loading 
and unloading thereof ; the system of charge 
for such accommodation and the arrangements 
for warehousing dutiable goods ; and to report 
whether any change or improvement in regard 
to any of the above matters is necessary for 
the “ag paren of the trade of the port and the 
public interest.” 


LONDON 


The list of members contains the names 
of Earl Egerton of Tatton, who was 
chairman of the Royal Commission on the 
Education of the Blind, Deaf, etc., 1884, 
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and chairman of the Manchester Ship 
Canal, 1887-94 : Lord Revelstoke, who is 
a director of the Bank of England and 
partner in Baring’s; Sir Robert Giffen, 
late Comptroller-General of the Com- 
mercial, Labour, and Statistical Depart- 
ment of the Board of Trade; Rear- 
Admiral Sir John Hext, who is Director 
of Marine under the Government of India 
and was a member of the Bombay Port 
Trust, 1883-98 ; the Hon. Alfred Lyttel- 











ton, Q.C., M.P.; Mr. John E. Ellis, M.P., 
a coalowner ; and Sir J. Wolfe-Barry, 


consulting engineer, Past President of 
| the Institution of Civil Engineers. 


| 

: . : : - | EDUCATION DEPARTMENT REP 
Some little delay in serving dinner is | EDUCATION DEPARTMENT REPOST. 
unavoidable at times, but such delay as | 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg toask 
the Vice-President of the Committee of 


| Council on Education if he can say when 


the Report of the Education Depart- 
ment for the past year will be presented 
to Parliament; and whether in future 
years the former practice of presenting 


| the Report before the Education Estimates 


were discussed will be adopted. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University): I 
am at present unable to say when the 
Report of the Education Department will 
be presented. It is a mistake to suppose 
that in former years the Report was pre- 
sented before the Estimates were discussed. 
The statistics have in recent years been 
so presented and were presented this 
year. 


MOTOR CARS—SPEED REGULATIONS. 

Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that throughout the 
country there are complaints of motor- 
cars being driven at excessive speed and 
without due care for the safety of the 
public, and that the difficulty of identifi- 
cation prevents many of the offenders 
being prosecuted ; and whether he will 
consider the advisability of every motor- 
car being compelled to carry a distinctive 
number of such size and so piaced as to 


render identification easy. 


Tue SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RUSSELL, Tyrone, 5.): Some representa- 
tions have been made to the Local Govern- 
ment Board with regard to this matter, 
and the whole subject, including the 
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suggestion referred to in the second | been annulled ; and will he state if, after 
paragraph of the question, is receiving | accepting the half-year’s annuity, delay in 
their consideration. payment of which brought about the 
: sale, the Land Commission is going to 
IRISH SCHOOLS—RESULTS FEES. | compel this man to submit to the sale for 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | a nominal sum of his farm, worth several 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to | hundred pounds. 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether Mr. G W. BALFOUR: Mr. Allen 









he is aware that teachers whose schools | aa is ta dal ais 
were examined in April last and subse- | trope neg ts a Meee ke es os 
quently for results fees have not yet | on the 16¢ py shart sg . eas Saat 
received payment (although the Board’s | ga ge Baad 4 4 Ses id » f rahe sexy 
rules state that they will pay the results | * vee we vis lao nee ad - se pay” 
fees in the month following that in which | mens oF interest On ‘tne pers al piri 
the examination is held), and can he say | pending the ee oF anges = os 
what is the cause of delay and when pay- 24th April, 1899. It was necessary 
seat will be made i ’ | during the interval to recover the interest 
3 by legal process. The first instalment of 
THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE-'the annuity became due on the Ist 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds,’ November, 1899, and, not being paid, 
Central): AsI stated yesterday, results| proceedings were commenced for the 
fees, as such, are not payable after the recovery of the instalment and arrears of 
lst April, 1900, but teachers who taught : interest. Subsequently, after due adver 
under the results system up to the end | tisement and full notice to Mr. Allen, the 
of the last financial year will receive an | holding was sold by public auction in 
equivalent for such fees based on the March last at Irvinestown, which is dis- 
average payments for the last three years. | tant only three miles from the holding. 
The date of payment will depend upon The arrears of interest and of the 
the date of the usual termination of the | annuity were paid out of the purchase 
results period in each school. money, and not by Allen, as stated. A 
‘cheque for £7 19s. 8d. was received 
IRISH LAND PURCHASE—ANDREW (through the sheriff on account of the 
ALLEN’S HOLDING. | decree some days after the sale, and was 
Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): returned to Allen, hy whom it was cashed. 
[beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | It is now alleged that after the completion 
lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | Of the sale he lodged the instalment due 
is aware that Andrew Allen, Cabragh, | 0” the 1st May last through a local bank. 
hvinestown, entered into an agreement | The payment so made, if it is shown to 
with his landlord on 16th June, 1397, to | have been made by Allen, will be returned 
purchase his holding for £335, the pro- | him on application to the Land Com- 
vision being made that, instead of rent, | ™ission. The proceedings for the sale to 
interest on price was to be paid to the the new purchaser are now completed. 
Land Commission pending completion of Mr. MURNAGHAN: But is it not 
purchase, and that this arrangement | the fact that a receivable order was sent 
ended on Ist May, 1899, as from this date to him with respect of the half-yearly in- 
he held subject to an annuity payable in  stalment due the Ist May next ? 
half-yearly instalments of £6 14s.; whether | : 
he is aware that, because Allen owed one Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The-receivable 
talf-year’s instalment of £6 14s., namely, | order on which Allen lodged the instal- 
from May to November, 1899, the hold- | ment due on Ist May, 1900, had been 
ing was sold 14th March, 1900, not on | issued to him previous to the sale, and 
the land or convenient thereto, but at a before the instalment due 1st November, 
distance, in the town of Irvinestown, and | 1899. The holding was sold to the new 
that, notwithstanding the sale, the Land | purchaser for £40. 
Commission accepted from Allen, on 25th | 
April, 1900, payment of the half-year’s} CROWN ECCLESIASTICAL PREFER- 
annuity to November, 1899, and of the MENTS. 
half-year’s annuity to May, 1900, and in Mr. GEDGE (Walsall): I beg to ask 
teturn sent him a receivable order, lead-, the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
mg Allen to believe that the sale had | in view of the resolution passed by this 
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House on the 11th April, 1899,* and of the 
fact that since that day thirteen elergy- 
men have received ecclesiastical preter- 


Questions. 


ment in the gift of the Crown who were | 


members either of the English Church 
Union or of the Confraternity of the 
Blessed Sacrament, or of both, the 


Minister who recommended the respective | 


appointments satisfied himself, in accord- 


ance with the said resolution, that the | 


clergymen in question would obey the 


law as declared by the Courts which have } 


jurisdiction in matters ecclesiastical. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Gen- 
tleman has been good enough to supply 
me with the names of the gentlemen he 
refers to. Of these I find he holds me 
responsible for four. As a matter of fact, 
I am only responsible for three. The 
fourth was not a Crown avpointment. 
With regard to these three, one appoint- 
ment was made before the resolution was 
passed, another was not an appointment 
at all, but the result of an exchange, and 


the remaining one was in respect of a/| 


poor living which had lapsed to the Crown 
because it could not be filled, and had 
been unoccupied for some years before 
the appointment was made. These gen- 
tlemen who have been appointed have all 
given a formal promise to obey their 


Bishop. 


Mr. GEDGE: If ! may be allowed to 
say so, the answer the right hon. Gentle- 
man has given, so far as it affects himself, 
is quite satisfactory. The remaining 
appointments to which the question re- 
ferred were made by the Lord Chancellor, 
as to whom the right hon. Gentleman 
can, no doubt, give similar information. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
made inquiries of my noble and learned 
friend, and I think it would be more con- 
venient if a question were put to him in 
the other House. 


CELTIC ANTIQUITIES IN THE BRITISH 
MUSEUM. 

Sm HENRY 
S.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he will place upon the 
Table of the House the correspondence 
between the Government and the trustees 
of the British Museum in reference to the 
proposed removal of Celtic antiquities 
from the British Museum ; also whether 


* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixix., p. 787. 


{COMMONS} 


! 
I have not |} 


HOWORTH (Salford, ' 


Questions. 


om will postpone further proceedings in 
respect to the transference of Celtic 
| antiquities from the British Museum to 
Dublin until the House of Commons has 


had an opportunity of expressing an 
| opinion on the subject. 


The following questions on the same 
| subject lik »wise appeared on the Paper :— 


Mr. STANLEY LEIGHTON (Shrop- 
| Shire, Oswestry): To ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury whether, ir: view of the 
| announcement that the Government in- 
| tend to take legal proceedings against the 
| trustees of the British Museum with the 
object of obtaining possession of certain 
| Celtic antiquities, and of the importance 
‘of exercising impartially the Royal Pre- 
|Togative of the Crown with respect to 
| treasure trove, he will cause an investiga- 
‘tion to be made into the title of the 
‘trustees of the Royal Irish Academy in 
| Dublin in respect of similar Celtic anti- 


/ 


| quities in their custody. 
Mr. STANLEY LEIGHTON : To ask 
| the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
‘he will include in the Papers promised 
‘to be laid upon the Table, in reference 
'to the correspondence of the Treasury 
| with the Trustees of the British Museum, 
'a copy of the regulations or minutes 
{issued by the Treasury in respect to 
| treasure trove since the passing of the 
| Civil List Act, 1857, by which treasure 
| trove, as one of the hereditary revenues 
of the Crown, transferred to the 
| Treasury ; and also a note of the legal 
| proceedings, if any, which have been in- 
| stituted since 1837 for the recovery of 
| treasure trove. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, 
St. Albans): To ask the First Lord of 
| the Treasury whether, before the Govern- 
ment takes proceedings against the 
Trustees of the British Museum to com- 
| pel the restitution of certain Celtic orna- 
nents, an opportunity will be given to 
‘the House of Commons to express its 
opinion as to the advisability of such 
action ; and if so, on what Vote. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I stated yes- 
terday in answer to a question put by 
‘the right hon. Gentleman opposite that a 
| summary of the correspondence between 
‘the Government and the Trustees of the 
British Museum in reference to the gold 
| Celtic antiquities would be laid on the 
| Table of the House. ‘The only purpose 


Was 
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of the proceedings to be taken is to 
decide the question of law whether the 
ornaments are treasure trove or not; and 
Ido net think a debate in the House 
would be of any advantage in settling 
that legal point. I may remind my hon. 
friend that the question was discussed 
briefly last Friday, when the British 
Museum Vote was taken.* The Govern- 
ment are not prepared to cause a general 
inquiry to be made as to the title on 
which the trustees of the national 
museums of the three countries hold 
various articles in their possession. Such 
an inquiry would be endless, and would 
serve no useful purpose ; nor do I think 
it desirable to include in the Papers that | 
vill shortly be laid before the House a'| 
great mass of documents that have accu- | 
mulated during the last sixty-three years | 
for which my friend the hon. Member for | 
Oswestry asks. [ am advised that they | 
are very bulky, and that their publication | 
would be expensive. Under these cir- | 


cumstances, unless my hon. friend can 
give some other reason which I have not 
now in my possession, I do not think any 
public advantage would be gained by 
presenting these Papers to the House. 


Mr. STANLEY LEIGHTON: Can 
the right hon. Gentleman say whether 
any legal proceedings similar to those 
now proposed with regard to the British 
Museum have been taken during the 
present reign 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should think 
not, Sir. Certainly I am not aware that 
any other semi-public Department like the 
British Museum has refused to accept the 
law as laid down by the Law Officers of 
the Crown. 


INTER-PARLIAMENTARY CONFER- 
ENCE AT PARIS. 
Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington): I 


beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 


whether he is aware that an Inter-Parlia- 


mentary Conference is to be opened in | 


the hall of the French Senate on 21st 
July; and whether he proposes that 
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ence. I do not know whether any 
Members wish to attend ; if they do there 
will be no difficulty, I imagine, in their 
obtaining leave. 


Questions. 


SELECTION (STANDING ORDERS). 

Mr. HALsEy reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Law and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure 
the following fifteen Members in respect 
of the Executors (Scotland) Bill :—Mr. 
Asher, Sir Charles Cameron, Mr. Cald- 
well, Mr. Alexander Cross, Colonel 
Denny, Mr. Dewar, Mr. Douglas, Mr. 
Gordon, Sir Lewis M‘Iver, Sir Herbert 
Maxwell, Mr. Renshaw, Mr. Edmund 
Robertson, Mr. Thomas Shaw, Sir Walter 
Thorburn, and Mr. Wylie. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to the Uganda 
Railway Bill. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Law as to 
Marriage contracted in the Colonies with 
a Deceased Wife’s Sister.” Colonial 
Marriages (Deceased Wife’s Sister) Bill 
[Lords]. 


COLONIAL MARRIAGES (DECEASED 
WIFE'S SISTER) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 264.] 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
on Law, ete., with Amendments. 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 231.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
231. ] 


Bill, as amended (in the Standing Com- 
mittee), to be considered upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. [Bill 265.] 


authority or leave of absence should be | 


given to any Members of this House to | 


appear at that conference as representa- | 
tives of this Parliament. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think there | 
is to be an Inter-Parliamentary Confer- 





* See page 179 of this volume. 


POST OFFICE SITES BILL. 
Sir John Colomb, Mr. Hanbury, and 


| Mr. Johnson-Ferguson nominated Mem- 
‘bers of the Select Committee on the Post 


Office Sites Bill, with two Members to be 
nominated by the Committee of Selection. 
_—(Sir William Walrond.) 
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NEW BILLS. the Exchequer was one of the items in 
the Estimate before the Committee he 
BURIAL GROUNDS (LOANS) (SCUT- | Supposed it was competent for him (Mr, 
LAND). | Bartley) to refer to the arrangement for 

| tee : : 

Bill to extend the period of repayment | Dararces ees wet veo Cases, 
of Loans for Burial Grounds in Scotland, uemadhiis “ id ‘ rh preps; the 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Sith | ceumiells en Morrie nl 4 a aa 

- me Sj . € . - 3 V1 e 
Morley and Captain Sinclair. ‘colony, by which a certain sum 
BURIAL GROUNDS (LOANS) (scoT. 88 charged on the debentures of 
LAND) BILL. that railway. An arrangement was 
made by which if there was any failure 
in the payments of interest colonial bonds 
were to be given, and that when any 
default took place certain contingencies 
should arise. The railway to a certain 
| extent failed, and was taken over by the 
LARCENY ACT (1861) AMENDMENT. | colony, and certain means were taken to 
Tur ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir give it financial assistance, and certain 
ROBERT FINLAY, Inverness Burghs) : I beg ee ee ae. Ts See 
hse at © | were largely held by trustees, no interest 
to ask leave to bring ina Bill to amend | argely ’. ’ res 
“ * % was paid for some time, but after a con- 
Section 75 of the Larceny Act, 1861. | .; : ie 
= "ily : RIE ‘| siderable delay of three years the interest 
[he object is to make the section apply | .)- 
to cases of misapplication of money even | waien eeomid Mave been paid ovety 7am 
as Sé % A y " . = . 
when the directions for the application | was paid, with the result that the ripe: 
. | income tax was charged instead of the 
of the money have not been pit in| income tax which should have 1 
writing. It is proposed to do this -by e . vy a oe 

Ui : Fg eae 'charged if the interest had been paid at 
striking out the words “‘in writing, for | the slate Sane 
we have found that the section as it now | iti Z 
stands has given an opportunity inmany| *THE CHAIRMAN : I do not think the 
cases to misapply funds. hon. Gentleman is right to raise this 


Bill to amend Section 75 of the Larceny | question upon this Vote. 


Act, 1861, ordered to be brought in by | Mr. BARTLEY said he thought it was 


Mr. Attorney General, Mr. Attorney | a matter of direction, that it was collected 
General for Ireland, and Mr. Solicitor 


| by the Board of Revenue by the direction 





“To extend the period of repayment 
of Loans for Burial Grounds in Scotland,” 
presented, and read the first time; to be 
read the second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 266.] 











General. | of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
LARCENY ACT (1861) AMENDMENT *Tue CHANCELLOR or Tue EX- 
BILL. /CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 


“To amend Section 75 of the Larceny | Bristol, W.) said the collection of Revenue 
Act, 1861,” presented, and read the first | was not a matter of direction at all. It 
time ; to be read a second time upon Mon- | was a matter of law. 


> next, and to be printed. [Bill 267.]| 
ee ) Mr. BARTLEY said he was not pre- 
| pared to pursue the matter further if it 





SUPPLY [15TH ALLoTTED Day]. | was ruled out of order, but he was under 
Considered in Committee. the impression that this was the only 
| occasion upon which the question could 


(In the Committee.) ga 
ed. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- z ae 
rith) in the Chair. | *THe CHAIRMAN : I think it ought to 


come in on the Vote for the Inland 
Crvit ServVIcE ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. |] Revenue. 


Crass IT. Mr. BARTLEY urged that the Chair- 
man of the Board of Inland Revenue was 
under the direction of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said | chequer, who was the supreme Minister 
that as the salary of the Chancellor of | with regard to such matters. 


1. £51,299, to complete the sum for 
Treasury and Subordinate Departments. 
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confirmed the hon. |ember in his opinion 
that the Chairman of the Board of Inland 


Revenue was subservient to the Chan- | 


cellor of the Exchequer. 


*Sr M. HICKS BEACH said that | 
had the hon. Member called his attention | 
to this matter earlier he would have | 
caused inquiry to be made ; but his im- 
pression was, with regard to this particu- 
lar case, that it was one for the considera- 
tion of the Inland Revenue authorities. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: After the state- 
ment of the right hon. Gentleman I think 
this question ought to be raised on the 
salary of the Board of Inland Revenue. 


Mr. BARTLEY, on a point of order, 
said that if the Chairman of the Board of 
Inland Revenue took his instructions 
from the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
who was, after all, the fountain head of 
all authority in finance—he thought the | 
right hon. Gentleman exceeded his power 
in : claiming this particular payment. 





*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
claim it. 

Mr. BARTLEY: Well, you have got 
it. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES expressed 


the opinion that the right hon. Gentleman 
under-estimated his power in the matter. 
The Chairman of the Board of Inland 
Revenue was authorised by statute to act 
on the direction of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and that was the exact point 
raised by the hon. Member for North 
Islington. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: On the point of 
order, if this question can be raised at all 
it can only be raised on the salary 
of the Chairman of the Board of Inland 
Revenue. 


Mr. BARTLEY : Do I understand that 
you will allow the question to be raised 
upon that Vote, Sir ? 

*THeE CHAIRMAN: I will deal with 
that question when it arises on the Voie. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer exercised discretion jointly 
with the Colonial Office with regard to 
important officers called Crown Agents. 
Each Crown colony had its own a: gent, 


{22 JunE 1900} 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) | 


798 


and these Crown Agents received their 
remuneration out of an accumulated 
sum of commissions and_ percentages, 
| which now amounted to about £340,000, 
| and that sum represented about twelve 
| years commission on their expenditure. 
‘It had been recognised by the Treasury 
| that when the accumulated sum was more 
than sufficient to meet emergencies then 
the commission should be reduced. 1t was 
reduced in 1868 by the Treasury, the 
principle having been laid down in 1863, 
It seemed to him that, as the fund had 
reached £340,000, the time had arrived 
when the matter should be reconsidered 
by the Treasury as to whether the com- 
mission ought to be reduced. He thought 
the commission with regard to the Uganda 
Railway might have been dispensed with 
altogether. What he wished to ask was 
whether the right hon. Gentleman would 
consider this matter, for he was asking 
the right hon. Gentleman to de no more 
than had been done in previous cases in 
| 1868. He wished to know if the Chan- 
'cellor of the Exchequer would take this 
matter into consideration, and consider 
‘whether the time had not arrived for 
making some further reduction in the. 
commission levied by the Crown Agents, 
and also in the permanent contribution 
by the leading Crown colonies to the. 
salaries of Crown Agents. 


Service Estimates. 





*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have: 
nothing whatever to do with it. It is 
perfectly possible that in 1868 the: 


Colonial Secretary, having to deal with 
questions within his own Department, 
did consult the Treasury on the reduction 
referred to, but the decision rested with 
him entirely. I cannot initiate any 
change in regard to the payment of com- 
mission to the Crown Agents. Of course, 
if my right hon. friend the Colonial 
Secretary were to consult me, as the head 
of the Treasury, on the matter, I could 
give an opinion, but that is all. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): Like the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn, I rise not 
to make a complaint, ‘but to make a sug- 
gestion which | think would be to the 
public benefit if the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would be good enough to listen 
to it. It relates to the annual statement 
he makes to the House, known as his 
Budget statement, a copy of which I have 
in my hand. We find at the bottom of 





the column the total estimated expendi- 
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ture. The estimated national expendi- | 
ture is understood to be £149,000,000. | 
The objection I raise is that it is bad 
book-keeping, which would not be tole- | 
rated in any well-managed business, to 
lump together as national expenditure 
outlay that is for national purposes with , 
outlay that is for reproductive purpeses. | 
We must bear in mind what the country 
understands by national expenditure. 
That is understood as meaning expendi- 
ture for the carrying on of the business 
of the nation such as the Army, the Navy, | 
and the Civil Service. That is the under- | 
standing, and when you come to the! 
carrying on of a private business such as 
the Post Office and the Telegraph Depart- 
ment, that is not national expenditure in 
any sense whatever. Originally the Post | 
Office was conducted by private enter- | 
prise, and there is no particular reason 
why it should not be treated in that way 
mow. The nation has taken it over as a 
business, out of which we make a profit of 
something like £4,000,000, but that is 


Supply—Civil 


not the same as carrying on the 
Army and Navy and other unpro- 
ductive expenditure in the ordinary 


sense of the term. We have on the ex- 
penditure side the sum of £12,500,000, 
which goes to swell the general national 
expenditure, but it is met by an item on 
the other side of £17,000,000, showing a 
profit. I venture to suggest that the 
only way to give the nation a true idea of | 
the finances is to keep a separate account. | 
If you open a post office business you 
should keep a separate account and simply 
bring to your general account the profit 
or loss accordingly as you have made a 
profit or a loss. The Committee will see 
at once the absurdity into which we are 
landed if you carry out this system 
further. Suppose the nation was to take 
over the management of the railways, 
which is done in Belgium, what would be 
the result if you followed this system of 
book-keeping ? I should think it would 
more than double the national expendi- 


ture. If you lumped it together in this 
way it would seem as though the 
national expenditure had  doubied. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer may 
say that all this expenditure is clearly 
laid down in the Keturn, but the Return 
only appears in the summer—lI believe it 
did not appear last year until the 31st of 
July—and what I complain of is that this 
Return is what the nation judges by. My 
point is that then the whole thing has | 


Mr. Harwood. 
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: things. 
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gone by public interest. I do not think 
many hon. Members of the House see the 
second Return, with the exception of a 
few experts. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer may argue that no one is 
deceived, but I think it is calculated 
to deceive eyen the most alert. At the 
time of the Jubilee the House was de- 
lighted with a most interesting and charm- 


‘ing comparison which the right hon. 


Gentleman gave us of the expenditure as 
compared with the time of the accession 
of the Queen and the year of her Jubilee, 
All that is extremely interesting, and it 
is well that the nation should look at these 
But it was not true, because the 
figures which the Chancellor of the Ex- 


' chequer based that comparison upon were 
p 


not correct. At the time the Queen came 
to the Throne a proper system of book- 
keeping was adopted in this matter, and 
the gross expenditure in working the 
Post Office was not then put down as a 
portion of the national expenditure. I 
think we may well understand how it 
might mislead the whole press of the 
country. Everybody made comparisons 
about the wonderful leaps in our expendi- 
ture. Of course we are quite ready to 
acknowledge that the expenditure is 


; much more than we like, but what I ask 


is that the statement of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer shall show what it is, and 
not that we shall have an unreal and in- 
flated expenditure, upon which all our 
comparisons may be absolutely erroneous. 
I ventured to call the attention of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to this matter 
a short time ago, and I believe he told 
me that the system was instituted by Mr. 
Gladstone. Iam bound to say that there 
is too much of a tendency to try and knock 
people down by a great name. Nodoubt 


‘other reasons could be given, but each 


generation must solve its own problem. | 
venture to say that some such change as! 
suggest is now necessary for the correct 
apprehension of the national expenditure. 
This is necessary in order that we may 
make correct comparisons from year to 
year of such expenditure, and in order 
that the nation may have a clear account 
before it as to whether any business it 
undertakes gives a profit or a loss. I ven- 
ture to say that if the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will couple my suggestion with 
his next statement it will be made very 
much clearer. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: To draw up 
the Budget statement in the way sug- 
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gested would be contrary to the custom 
which has prevailed—and a very good 
custom—since 1854, and which is required 
by statute. By this custom the total ex- 
penditure of the Post Office is placed on 
one side, while on the other side you have 
a return of the receipts derived from the 
Post Office. The result of the alterations 
suggested would be that much less infor- 
mation would be given to the House on 
the subject than is now given. I 
could not adopt the proposal of the hon. 
Member, and I do not agree with his 
views on the subject. If anyone requires 
to see what the net results are of the 
different heads of revenue he will see it in 
the Return which the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for East Wolverhampton 
moves for every year, in which the net 
public income and the net public expendi- 
ture is stated under certain specified 
heads. 


Mr. HARWOOD: I thank the right 
hon. Gentleman for his reply. I only 
wish to state that I was quite aware of the 
Return to which he has just alluded, but 
it is perfectly clear that that is not a 
statement which goes before the nation. 
Might I suggest to the right hon. Gentle- 
man, who has already shown a spirit of 
true finance, that he should have three 
columns instead of two as at present? It 
is not good book-keeping as it is. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The hon. 
Gentleman has taken an objection to the 
public accounts of this country which 
seems to me not only to be entirely un- 
founded, but to suggest an alteration in 
an entirely wrong direction. He says 
that there are twelve millions too much 
put down in the accounts. 


Mr. HARWOOD: It ought to appear 


in a separate account. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Does the 
hon. Gentleman apprehend that we keep 
no capital account? Ours is an annual 
¢eash account, beginning on the first day 
of the financial year and ending on the 
last. I do not say that that system is 
absolutely perfect as a system of book- 
keeping. The Post Office ought to have 
4 capital account in which its buildings 
and its stores should be included. We 
have deliberately restricted our national 
account to a cash account, and we have 
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that if a penny or a million is left over at 
the end of the year, beyond the money 
actually expended, it shall go to the ‘re- 
duction of the National Debt. I 
will invite the hon. Gentleman to 
consider what is national expenditure. 
We levy taxation in return for cer- 
tain services. There is the soldier's 
service, the policeman’s service, and the 
postman’s service. The postman is just 
as much a servant of the State as the 
soldier. The fact that the Post Office 
makes a certain amount of money has 
nothing to do with it. Ifyou want to 
post a letter you have a compulsory charge 
levied upon you, and that is taxation. If 
you want your homes and commerce de- 
fended you have another compulsory 
charge, and if you want to conquer South 
Africa or China there is a still further 
compulsory charge. These are all charges 
in return for services, and it no more 
ceases to be taxation because it is needed 
for the postman than if it had been for 
the sailor or the soldier. I agree with the 
hon. Gentleman that every farthing of 
expenditure with regard to the Post Office 
should be put down as national expendi- 
ture. I go further than the hon. Gen- 
tleman, and I say that the serious defect 
in our accounts is in the direction con- 
trary to that suggested by him. There are 
omitted from our national accounts year 
after year since 1868 very large items 
which are also expenditure. They are 
the contribution to the Local Taxation 
Account; appropriations-in-aid, which 
are sums received by the Departments 
from various sources, including a million 
paid by India ; the profit on the coinage 
and the Mint, and all the enormous re- 
ceipts of the public Departments which 
never come into the Estimates, and over 
which this House has no control, as_ well 
as the expenditure out of receipts, as it is 
called. For instance, the Post Office 
pays the railway companies for the car- 
riage of parcels out of its receipts. 
These contributions amount altogether 
to seventeen millions of money every 
year, and this year I think they will 
amount to eighteen millions. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer is a conscientious 
man, and he gives us a little note with 
reference to these amounts, but they are 
not included in the total. His conscience 
extends as far as the note, but not 
as far as the total. The effect of this 
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omission is to make a comparison between 





said that so strict shall the account be 
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this year’s accounts and any year’s ac- 
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counts before 1868 absolutely delusive. 
Before 1868 appropriations in aid were 
very small; since then they have risen 
year by year, million by million, until 
they are now about six millions, and the 
total of all these omitted items amounts 
to seventeen millions. Therefore, instead 
of saying that the accounts contain 
twelve millions too much, I say that that 
twelve millions is in its right place, and 
that we ought to add sevenveen millions 
to it to make it a good account. I think 
the contention of the Chancellor of the | 
Exchequer that the twelve millions ought 
to remain is absolutely right, but I be- 
lieve alsoI am equally right in saying 
that the accounts ought to contain the 
seventeen millions now omitted. 
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Vote agreed to. 


2. £7,340 to complete. the sum for 
Privy Council Office. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
I should like to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury a question about the salary_of 
the Registrar of the Privy Council. 
The gentleman who holds this office has 
been put in at the maximum salary of 
£1,500 a year, whereas his predecessor 
was appointed at £1,200 a year, rising 
after five years to £1,500. I do not 
know this gentleman, but I knew his pre- 
decessor, Mr. Harley, who is now a 
member of the Viceroy’s Council in India. 
He did the work at £1,200 a year, and 
an abler man could not be got to do it, 
and I am perfectly certain his successor 
is not a more able man. The Secretary 
to the Treasury when this matter was 
brought forward before said that on the | 
whole there would be a saving on the 
Estimates, because the gentleman who 
was made Registrar of the Council had | 
held an office in the Civil Service Com- 
mission, and that the number of Commis- 
sioners would be diminished. That may 
have been a very good administrative 
work, but if that reduction were to be 
carried through there surely was no 
reason why this gentleman should not get | 


his new office under the conditions on | 


which it was held by his predecessors. | 
He had a salary of £1,200 a year in the 
Civil Service Commission, with, as the | 
Secretary to the Treasury says, the pro- | 
bability of a further rise. I do not know | 
what he means by that. I suppose. 
he meant that this gentleman might | 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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possibly become Chief Commissioner. He 
certainly had no legal claim to an 

increase of salary beyond £1,200, and 
there was no reason for putting him into 
the office on exceptionally favourable 
terms. Even if he had started at £1,200 
he would have been better off than if he 
had remained at the Civil Service Com. 
mission, because he would have an assur- 
ance that he would have £1,500 in five 
years. I think we ought to get some ex- 
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| planation on the subject, because this 


appears to me to have been an unneces- 


| sary expenditure. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
HANbBuRY, Pres- 
ton): I have already explained this 
matter once this session. The hon. 
Gentleman has fairly stated what hap- 


pened, but certain additions have to be 


made to his statement. The gentleman 


| appointed to this office at the maximum 
| salary was appointed to a very great ex- 


tent to suit the convenience of the 
Government. We wanted to effect an 
economy by reducing the number of the 
Commissioners, and an opportunity was 
afforded whan this post fell vacant. The 
gentleman appointed was already re- 
ceiving £1,200, with a prospect of rising 
to £1,500. Then it is asked, why not 
treat him exactly as the other gentleman 
who had been previously appointed to 
the office? In the first place, he was 
already in the Government service, and 
in the next place he had no great anxiety 
to leave the office he was in, and in which 
he was on the road to promotion, but in 


| order to permit of this economy he went. 
| He was removed from an office where he 


had served a great number of years to 
another office to do entirely different 
work, After all, the extra charge extends 
only over a few years. I am sure the 
hon. Gentleman will agree with me that 
in this case real economy was effected, 
and that there were very special circum- 
stances why this gentleman should have 
received the maximum salary. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: What I complain 
of is that this gentleman was appointed 
at the maximum salary, which ordinarily 
been reached in five 
years. He was enjoying the maximum 
salary in his own department, which was 
| just the initial salary of his new position. 


Vote agreed to. 
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osed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£11,028, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Board of Agriculture, 
and to pay certain Grants in Aid.” 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) : I 
desire to ask the right hon. the President 


of the Board of Agriculture what is the | 
present condition of things in regard to | 


swine fever. For many years we have 
had a great deal of trouble with this 
question, and the Government have spent 
a very large sum of money indeed, but 


have really done very little in stamping | 
out the swine fever. It is quite true that 


at certain seasons of the year the swine 
fever decreases. I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether, in his opinion, he is 
really making any substantial progress in 
the stamping out of swine fever, and does 
he really think that in a short period he 
will be able to say that it is stamped out 
entirely, as he has stamped out rabies to 
the satisfaction of the country ? Does he 
think that swine fever produces itself, or 


only arises from contagion? A good deal | 
of dissatisfaction is caused at the present | 


time amongst farmers and dealers by 
restrictions on the movements of swine, 
but that dissat‘sfaction would decrease if 
the right hon. Gentleman could give any 


assurance that an end will be put to this | 


state of things in the immediate future. 


Mr. MARTIN (Worcestershire, Droit- 
wich) said that in many parts of the 
country pigs were fed on carrion, offal, 
and other articles utterly unfit for the | 
food of an animal destined for human 


consumption. 
made with stamping out swine fever if the 
inspectors of the Boatd of Agriculture 
were to see how the animals were fed. 


Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I wish to 


draw attention to the subject of the re- | 
strictions which the Board of Agriculture | 


find it their duty to impose where disease 
breaks out amongst cattle. Some months 
ago there was an outbreak of foot and 
mouth disease in the counties of Norfolk 
and Suffolk. The principle followed by 
the Board of Agriculture in these cases 
is, no doubt, a perfectly proper principle 
if properly applied. It is to impose such 
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3. Motion made, and Question pro-| 


Some progress might be | 
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restrictions on the district where foot and 
mouth or any other disease breaks out 
as to prevent the spread of the disease 
to any other part of the country. No 
patriotic stock-owner will object to a 
certain amount of inconvenience in order 
to prevent such a national disaster as the 
spread of disease throughout the length 
and breadth of the country. I wish to 
say that in the county I represent there 
is no rebellion against the general law. 
We quite understand that restrictions 
must be imposed, but it is only because 
we feel that the present method of im- 
posing them is unfair that I make my 
protest against it. I wish it to be under- 
stood that 1 have a good deal of sympathy 
with the right hon. Gentleman the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture. His 
position is an extremely difficult one. He 
is most anxious to prevent the spread of 
disease to all parts of the country from 
the particular district in which it arises, 
and it leads him to make the restric- 
tions greater than perhaps they might 
need be. Imposing restrictions on 
a district in order to _ prevent 
the spread of disease is in_ the 
nature of an insurance to the rest of the 
country, and the premium is paid by the 
loss and inconvenience suffered in the 
contaminated district. The Department 
of Agriculture undertakes the payment 
of compensation for loss suffered, but only 
/to a small extent. It compensates for 
the bullocks slaughtered, but not the in- 
direct loss incurred. In Norfolk and 
Suffolk what happened was this: Im- 
mediately the right hon. Gentleman’s 
Department knew of the outbreak he did 
what was the right thing—namely, sent 
| down at once a first-class inspector, who 
scheduled a considerable area. The 
method is no doubt a little rough and 
ready, and if it were only for a few days 
it would not matter. But the inspector 
takes a certain radius round the place of 
infection, and includes not only that 
| radius, but all the petty sessions districts 
round that area, the reason being that. 
these petty sessions districts are more 
easily policed. But if the restriction 
Order is to last some months, the original 
area included is a great deal too large. 


|It represents twenty square miles, and 


| the petty sessions districts which impinge 


| on these twenty miles may be more than 
iforty miles distant from the radius of 
‘infection. The view taken in Norfolk is 
| that, although it may be necessar; in the 


2F2 
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first place to make a very considerable | venting infection, and you will not get 
area the subject of restriction, at the | loyal obedience to the restriction Order, 
earliest possible moment a first-class in-| In point of fact the feeling of exaspera- 
spector, who thoroughly understands the | tion in Norfolk is very great indeed. In 
subject, should be sent down to inspect | one case the Order was, no doubt, in- 
the area first proclaimed, and then he | fringed, and remarks were made on the 
should map out a scientific area, having | bench about the stringency of the Order. 
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regard to the various means of com- 
munication. Infection is carried in 
various ways. It may be ‘carried by 
human beings, by the clothes of human 
beings, by beasts, by the fowls of the air, 
and by inanimate substances in contact 
with infection. What is wanted is that the 
inanimate substances lying about a farm 
should be destroyed or thoroughly disin- 
fected and the buildings very carefully 
disinfected. And then a very careful 
watch should be kept on the immediate 
neighbourhood in order to prevent human 
beings and beasts having any chance of 
being infected moving about and spread- 
ing the disease. That we thoroughly 
understand and agree to. But in point 


of fact we are afraid that the local disin- | 


fection of the premises where the disease 
breaks out is not properly carried out by 
men who thoroughly understand disinfec- 
tion. Iam not going to make any attack 
upon the inspectors or sub-inspectors of 
the Board of Agriculture. I know them 
to be very excellent gentlemen who 
understand their business. But I do not 
believe they are specialists in such sub- 
jects as disinfection, or know the 
pathology of one disease from another. I 
understand that the last outbreak that 
took place arose from the fact that some 
fodder which had been in contact with 
the diseased beasts, or the man who 
slaughtered them, was not destroyed, but 
was ultimately consumed by other beasts, 
and so the disease was spread. That 
showed a lamentable want of care in dis- 
infecting. All matters like hay should 
be at once destroyed. In addition to 
that, there were buildings which should 
have been disinfected in the ordinary way 
with quicklime ; but I am informed, and 
the public down in Norfolk believe, that 
in point of fact the disinfecting was done 


|1 do not in the least identify myself with 
| those remarks, which were, to say the 
least, not very judicial. But the mere 
| fact that such things were said strongly 
{condemning the restrictions, and that 
'only nominal fines were imposed, shows 
that there is a feeling general throughout 
the county that the regulations are 
| stronger than they need be, and that the 
'work of the Department has not been 
| carried out in the best possible way. | 
'may be out of order in alluding to the 
| subject of compensation, as that does not 
/come within the Executive Department 
‘of the right hon. Gentleman. But I 
| would like to say that I do not believe 
| that the system of the Board of Agri- 
culture will ever be loyally adhered to 
| while the loss involved is so enormous. In 
this outbreak there were. 30,000 fat cattle 
ready for the market, and I have no doubt 
that the loss was about £2 per beast, or 
£60,000 in a small area of the county. 
/There never will be loyal co-operation 
| between the owners of cattle and the 
|Department in the stamping out of 
the disease until a better system of 
| compensation is adopted. At present it 
_is the interest of a farmer to have diseased 
| beasts, because they are slaughtered 
'and paid for, but his neighbour cannot 
'move his beasts about or send them to 
‘market ; he has to buy food for them, and 
the loss to him is extremely great. 
| Although there is a danger of the Depart- 
/ment being swindled, the possibility of 
a swindle should not prevent the 
farmers who suffer that loss being com- 
_pensated. The country gets the benefit 
of the insurance and ought to pay the 
premium. I do not wish to appear to be 
condemning the right hon. Gentleman too 
much, but I feel it my duty to move the 
| reduction of this Vote by £100. 


not with quicklime, but with slaked lime | 


or whitewash, which had no effect. I put | 
it to the right hon. Gentleman that these | 
restrictions, although they are perfectly | 


necessary—and no one denies that— 
should be put on with the greatest 
care and circumspection. If the restric- 
tions are made so severe as to appear to 
be unjust, you will not succeed in pre- 


Mr. Price. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £10,928, be 
granted for the said Service.”—(Mr. 
| Price.) 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
| W.): The hon. Gentleman who has just 
| sat down has made an excellent speech ip 
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the interests of his constituents, and has 
invested his remarks with some scientific 
interest. But we, who do not belong to 
Norfolk, but consider the interests of the 
country as a whole, take a broader view 
of the case and wish to back up the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Agriculture on the restrictions 
he very yard puts on, in order to 
isolate and stamp out all these types of 
disease which do not spring up spon- 
taneously, and probably are brought 
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from abroad to smoulder amongst 
us until they break out with 
virulence. They can only be eradi- 


cated by the policy which the right hon. 
Gentleman initiated, and which he is 
carrying out with vigour and courage, 
and which, I trust, in spite of the opposi- 
tion he has met with, he will continue to 
carry. on with the same vigour. I con- 
gratulate him on his issue of the muzzling 
order, which has had the result of ex- 
tinguishing that most terrible of all 
diseases which afflict humanity—hydro- 
phobia. Iam sure there is not a single 
scientific man in the country who does 
not congratulate him. I saw in a paper 
the other day that a movement has been 
set on foot in scientific centres to present 
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;mere sham. At all events, my right hon. 

| friend takes the right course in isolating 

| particular districts and thus keeping in- 

| fection from spreading, and I hope he will 

| not be induced to depart from that course 

| by the excellent oratory of the hon. 
Member for Norfolk. 
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Mr. H. 8S. FOSTER (Suffolk, Lowes- 
| toft): As the outbreak of foot and mouth 
disease occurred in my own division of 
Suffolk, and many of my constituents 
| suffered severely from the restrictions 
‘imposed by the Board of Agriculture, I 
| wish to say that I most heartily support 
ithe policy of my right hon. friend the 
| President of the Board of Agriculture. 
Undoubtedly those who suffered in pocket 
are desirous of sacrificing somebody, and 
at the present moment the President of 
| the Board of Agriculture is not the most 
popular man of the day, and it would be 
|a popular thing, from some points of view, 
ito join in the outcry against him. But 
|anybody who knows the terribly infec- 
tious and virulent character of foot and 
/mouth disease must admit that nothing 
but the most stringent regulations can 
stamp it out. I am sure no one would be 
more ready than the hon. Gentleman 


my right hon. friend with a testimonial | opposite to acknowledge that the Presi- 
for the purpose of showing the gratitude, |dent of the Board of Agriculture has 
not so much of the general public but of | shown the utmost sympathy with the 
the scientific world, for his efforts for the | farmers who have suffered loss, and has 
extinction of hydrophobia by the same | manifested the greatest regret when com- 
means by which he proposes to stamp out | pelled to enforce his regulations. It seems 
foot-and-mouth disease and make our | rather hard, when these regulations are 
herds and flocks as clean and clear of infec- | necessarily imposed for the benefit of 
tion as ever they were before. I want to | the whole community, that the whole loss 
ask the right hon. Gentleman one or two | should fall on the restricted and isolated 








questions in a friendly spirit. First, 
whether he is able to give the House any 
information as to where the infection 
comes from—whether from abroad or 
from places where the disease existed 
before, and where it had been smoulder- 
ing, and the all-prevailing bacilli had 
been lying low, biding their time until 
the conditions were more favourable for 
their active propagation. Then, is it the 
right hon. Gentleman’s opinion or that of 
his scientific advisers, that the disease 
springs up spontaneously ? I know that 
to suggest that is heretical, but it would 
be very interesting to know if my right 
hon. friend has any evidence at his dis- 
posal to prove that this disease may 
spring up spontaneously ? I do not think 
that sufficient use is made of the process 
of combustion. Disinfection is often a 


/areas. If compensation were awarded, as 
| I contend it should be in the case of all 
| those who have to suffer restrictions for 
| the public good, out of public funds, the 
‘irritation would at once disappear. In 
| the case of glanders, which affects horses, 
it was found that the only effective means 
| to arrest its spread was to destroy the 
|animals attacked. In this way glanders 
| was stamped out of the Army. But in 
| London, where compensation is not given 
'by the local authority, it is to the 
| interest of the private owner of horses— 
say, the driver of a cab who owns his own 
horses and to whom the destruction of 
his horses means ruin—to conceal the 
disease ; whereas if it were to his interest 
to dsclose the existence of the disease 
the public interest would be safeguarded. 
I know that my right hon. friend has no 
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power to deal with the question of | 1898-99 stood at 2,400, while in 1899. 
compensation, but it does seem to me to/1900 they were 2,100, and, whereas 
be a hardship that the owners of cattle in| the outbreaks for the first twenty- 
any particular locality, when disease | four weeks of last year were 1,370, 
breaks out, should be subjected to iso- | in the same period this year the 
lation, causing great damage, and should | have fallen to just over 1,000. This 
receive no compensation for what they are | is almost the smallest number for that 
called upon to suffer in order to prevent period we have had. Generally speaking, 
the spread of the disease to other | over the whole country there is a decided 
neighbourhoods. | improvement in regard to'this most insid- 
; | ious disease, and we have every reason to 
*Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, 8.): I object | believe, if our efforts are supported by the 
to the method of the application of the | local authorities, that it will be as satisfac- 
restrictions. The area scheduled in Nor- | torily dealt with as other diseases have 
folk when the first outbreak occurred was | been. Probably this disease is more in- 
unnecessarily large. This was clearly | sidiousinits characterthan any of the other 
proved by the fact that neither in the | diseases we know of, and the animals are 
ease of the outbreak in Bedfordshire, nor | more easily moved from one place to a- 
of the second outbreak in Norfolk, was it nother than is the case with the larger 
thought necessary to schedule nearly so classes of stock. Of course the people whose 
large a district as on the first occasion. | stock suffers from the disease lose heavily 
Therefore I think that in this respect | from the regulations which are imposed 
there was a very real grievance. Another | with the view of exterminating the disease. 
point which is felt very strongly | As to foot and mouth disease in the 
is that the facilities for moving stock | eastern counties, I desire to say that, inmy 
were not given as soon as they might | opinion, the action of the Norfolk magi- 
have been. Cases were so serious as_ strates is profoundly to be deplored. It 
regards the want of food that the magis- | is the duty of magistrates to administer 
trates, while they did not refuse to the law as they find it, and not to seek to 
convict, only put on the minimum fine of | evade their responsibilities. I do not think 
a farthing per head on each of the stock | that any good turn is done to these gen- 
moved. If there had been permission | tlemen by referring to their action. If 
given to move the stock under proper | satisfactory fines are not imposed upon 
conditions with an order at a reasonably | offenders against the regulations, ob- 
earlier date a good deal of friction and | viously the difliculties of securing the 
difficulty might have been avoided. We speedy extinction of the disease, and of 
had the spectacle of a large number of | the Department of Agriculture are largely 
magistrates themselves breaking the law. | increased. With regard to swine fever 
In fact, if you went over the district you | there is no doubt in the minds of experts 
would find that there was hardly a single of the Department as to the character of 
magistrate who had not himself been | the disease. It has been suggested by an 
obliged to break the law. That is an | hon. Member that the feeding of the 
unsatisfactory state of things. animals may have something to do with 
the outbreak of the disease. I do not 
*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD oF ‘think there is any justification for any 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liverpool, | opinion of that kind, and I am bound to 
West Derby): I shall begin by replying | say that I am not prepared to accept for 
to the questions asked by the hon. Mem-| my inspectors that the rather difficult 
ber for South Somerset as to whether we | task should be allotted to them of in- 
are making any progress in the stamping  specting the food of pigs throughout the 
out of swine fever, and also whether there | United Kingdom. I am not sure whether 
is any doubt as to the prevalence of the | the feeding of pigs is properly or im- 
disease. I do noc like to prophesy what | properly conducted. I believe pigs eat a 
may be the result as regards swine fever, | good deal I should not like to eat myself. 
but I can assure the hon. Gentleman and | I don’t think the Board of Agriculture 
the Committee that the answer I have | can undertake to restrict the appetite of 
to give is, on the whole, satisfactory. The | pigs or control the articles they feed 
gross cost in 1897-98 was £125,000, but | upon. Apart from that I can assure the 
for the year 1899-1900 that amount has | Committee that there is not the smallest 
fallen to £78,700. The outbreaks in| doubt whatever as to the real nature of 


Mr. H. S., Foster. 
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the disease. It is highly infectious ; and 
this makes it of vital importance that the 
regulations of the Department should be 
loyally accepted and carried out unless it 
can be shown, as it never has been shown, 
that they are unjust or that our policy is 
not likely to lead to success. As a 
matter of fact, at present there is 
no country in the world which stands 
with regard to disease in animals in as 
satisfactory a position as that occupied 
by Great Britain. This satisfactory 
position of affairs has been brought about 
by the vigorous policy of the officials of 
the Department with which I am con- 
nected, and I think it is some indication 
of the results they are likely to achieve in 
regard to this disease of swine fever. 
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them down than to begin with small 
areas which may have to be increased. 
I do not hesitate to say that in this policy 
of good big areas rests a large part of the 
security we derive from the regulations, 
leading to the extermination of the out- 
breaks in a comparatively small space of 
time. We make ourselves acquainted 
with the geographical conditions, roads 
and places where markets are held, 
the direction in which cattle are likely 
to travel, and other local facts, and, 
according to these local circumstances 
and conditions and the previous history 
of the locality, we make such an area as we 
think is suitable and safe ; and because the 
area in Bedford is smaller than in Nor- 
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folk, there is no reason to suggest that the 





There is every reason to hope that we | original policy of forming at first a large 
will ultimately suppress it. I would like | area is an unwise one, or one we see any 
to take this opportunity of acknowledging | reason to depart from. With regard to 
the great debt of gratitude I owe to the | disinfection it is quite true there is no 
medical and scientific men of this country | hard and fast rule as to the way in which 
for the uniform support they have given | that should be carried out. The sugges- 
me from the commencement of my | tion has been made that my inspectors 
labours in connection with rabies, and | are not sufficiently qualified. The general 
also to the Members on both sides of the | rules are laid down by experts, so that 
House for the support they have given | the actual work can be carried out by 
me in spite of the unpopularity and diffi- | men who are not scientific. I have every 
culties it has brought upon them in their | reason to believe that disinfection gener- 
constituencies. I am glad that our | ally is carried outin a thoroughly efficient 
labours have been so successful, for I } and satisfactory manner. There is only 
believe that the disease has been practi-| one other word I have to say, I entirely 
cally exterminated, and; with a loyal| sympathise with the view that farmers 
obedience to the regulations which the | and others who are placed under restric- 
Department have thought it necessary | tions suffer very heavily in connection 
to impose in regard to imported dogs, | with these outbreaks. I know also that 
I believe there is no reason why we/ they suffer in other ways than from loss 
should not hope to protect the|of stock, but we have to consider the 
country against any fresh introduc-| advantage and the convenience of the 
tion of this most terrible disease. | vast majority of the community. No 
The hon. Member for West Aberdeen- | doubt, if any one could induce the Trea- 
shire asked, as to the outbreak of|sury authorities to give the Board of 
foot and mouth disease in Norfolk, | Agriculture more money, we could do 
whether we are certain as to the nature | more; but I do not think there is any 
of the disease. The evidence as to this | prospect of that kind. The expenditure 
is overwhelming. As to where the|is rapidly decreasing, and the loss that 
disease came from, it is almost impossible | follows the enforcement of the regula- 
to discover that ; but I have little doubt | tions is not nearly so large as it would be 
that if we got at the facts it would be | if these diseases were allowed to run riot. 
found that the infection was brought | If the local authorities will support us 
to one of our ports. We can only | and realise their responsibilities in the 
pursue our policy of immediately drawing | administration of justice, I believe the 


4 cordon so as to, as far as possible, keep 
within the area all possible means of 
infection, and place the strictest restric- 
tions on the stock and their movements 
in the neighbourhood likely to be affected. 
Then complaint is made as to the size of 





the areas ; but I contend that it is better 
at first to have big areas and then narrow 





best remedy will come from the absence 
of the necessity for regulations in conse- 
quence of the absence of disease. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I wish to associate myself with 
the hon. Member for West Aberdeen- 
shire in approving of the policy which 
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is being carried out with regard to 
the disease. In the case of the first out- 
break in Norfolk or Suffolk—I am not 
sure whether it was the one or the other 
—there was a certain lack of promptitude 
on the part, I think, of the farmers con- 
cerned in reporting to the police or the 
local authority the nature of the outbreak 
upon their premises. There seems to 
have been some confusion or uncertainty 
in their minds whether it was foot and 
mouth disease or not. As _ regards 
promptitude in dealing with outbreaks 
that may arise in future, I should like to 
ask my right hon. friend whether any 
steps had been taken by the Board of 
Agriculture to issue information or to 
increase the power of the local authorities. 
That seems to me a matter of the highest 
importance. The policy of taking the 
largest possible area for the restrictive 
orders is clearly the wisest and best way 
of dealing with this question. I would 
congratulate my right hon. friend very 
heartily on the way the policy of the Board 
of Agriculture has been carried out. The 
only qualification I should make to that is 
that there are many agriculturists in the 
country who would be glad if the restric- 
tions were even stronger and more com- 
plete than they are. On the question of 
compensation I think the right -hon. 
Gentleman laid down sound and coura- 
geous doctrines, which I am sure the 
wisest administrators would gladly and 
fully support. Iam bound to say that I 
think one expression fell from him which 
ought to receive more consideration and 
support in the House. He said he would 
be glad to have the support of the House 
in getting more money with the view of 
carrying out a policy of this kind. I 
understood him to say that more 
liberal supplies would enable him more 
effectively and completely to carry out 
the policy of stamping out the disease, 
and in that respect I think the House 
ought to insist on a more liberal allowance 
in future to the Board of Agriculture for 
dealing with these matters. Ido not wish 
to go into the question of the adequacy or 
inadequacy of the veterinary staff of the 
Board of Agriculture, but I do think that, 
having regard to what has been done in 
France and the United States of America, 
and elsewhere, if anything we err on the 
cheeseparing side. I should like to 
ask one further question, and I am 
not perfectly certain whether this comes 
within the control or jurisdiction of the 


Mr. Channing. 
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Board of Agriculture or the Board of 
Trade. Those who have followed the 
history of this recent outbreak know that 
cattle have been slaughtered on board 
ship, and a large number of carcases having 
been thrown into the sea, some of which, 
presumably, were diseased, were washed up 
on the shores on some parts of the eastern 
counties. In the first place, great com- 
plaint is made that the expense of dealing 
with this mischief falls entirely on the 
local rates. That is a matter which the 
local representatives will deal with 
more properly, but I would like to know 
what sort of administrative checks have 
been taken or will be taken with regard 
to the prevention of the extension of the 
disease through such carcases and the 
offal connected with them. 

*Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon): I 
desire to call attention to a question 
which is of great importance to the milk 
supplying farmers in my constituency. 
and that is the continued use of the barn 
gallon. I believe the origin of supplying 
milk in this way was to provide against 
spillage or leakage in transit. A barn 
gallon, as I ‘understand, has an extra half- 
pint thrown into each imperial gallon, so 


| that, upon the two imperial gallons which 


it contains there is an additional pint 
thrown in, making a total of seventeen 
pints to the barn gallon. The farmers 
contend that this allowance for spillage 
or leakage is no longer necessary, because 
of the improved vessels used. They 
further complain that even if they supply 
by the barn gallon they are debited with 
spillage or leakage should any occur. It 
is the dealers who insist upon thi; anti- 
quated measure being still used, and I 


desire to ask the right hon. Gentleman 


whether its use is legal under the Weights 
and Measures Act. I should imagine that 
it is not, and if it is not, the fact should 
be made generally known. It may per- 
haps be said that if the farmers are called 
upon to supply more than the imperial 
gallon, or multiples of the imperial gallon, 
the remedy would be to increase the 
price ; but that does not seem to be alto- 
gether satisfactory, because, if so, what is 
the use of the Weights and Measures Act! 
Surely the very object of that Act was to 
abolish these vexatious and varying 





methods of supply. I will not ask fora 
final and complete answer off-hand, but 
shall be satisfied if the right hon. Gentl - 
man will undertake to look into the 
matter. If he, being satisfied on inquiry, 
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will use the means at the disposal of his 
Department to let it be perfectly well- 
known that this barn gallon is no longer 
a legal measure he will, I think, do a good 


thing for the milk producing portion of | 


the agricultural community. 


Mr. ARTHUR J. MOORE (London- 
derry): The point to which I wish to 
draw attention is the importation of 
fraudulent foodstuffs. 


Gentleman has done a good deal by | 


strengthening the Act ‘of Parliament 


dealing with the matter, and we should | 


now be glad of some statement as to the 
result of the administration of the Food 


and Drugs Amendment Act passed last | 


year. 

Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk): I also desire to ask a 
question upon the same point as that to 
which the hon. Gentleman has just 
referred. What I consider is the most 
important part of the Act of last year is 
the power possessed by the Board of 
Agriculture to insist upon the local 
authorities doing their duty in the 
analysis of food. When the Act was in 
Committee upstairs I got an explanatory 
section put into it for that purpose. 
What I should like to ask is whether the 
Board of Agriculture have insisted that 
the local authorities should perform their 
duty, so as to secure that food and drugs 
are sold in a pure condition, and what 
sort of success they have met with. 


*Mr. LONG: In reply to the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Northamptonshire, I think 


there is some justification for the observa- | 


tions of the hon. Gentleman; there has 
been a certain lack of promptitude in 
reporting the outbreak of disease in Nor- 


folk, but I do not think that arose from | 


any desire to evade the law and the 
responsibilities following an outbreak of 
disease, and therefore we have not 
thought it necessary to take any steps to 
strengthen the powers which have been in 
force. The truth is, there has not been 
an outbreak for years, and there was a 
doubt at first whether it was a genuine 
outbreak of disease. Then I think there 


has been some misunderstanding as to | 


what I said. I should be sorry if any- 


thing I said should give rise to an impres- | 


sion that the Department is in any way 
deficient in strength for the proper dis- 
charge of its duty. The Treasury has 
always given liberal assistance for the 
staffs of the Department, both veterinary 
and hay, and I wish to take this oppor- 
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| tunity of at once disposing of the rumour 
|that we are not efficiently equipped, 
‘and to state that there is no reason 
to fear that the duties of the Depart- 
ment will be improperly performed. As 
| to carcases thrown up on the coast as 
the result of a storm, I have been assured 
by scientific advisers that they carry no 
danger of infection, being impregnated 
with salt, though no doubt they are dis- 
agreeable and offensive to the people of 
| the neighbourhood. It is not the duty of 
the Department to remove these careases ; 
but they are effectually dealt with by 
the Coast Guard. As to the question 
of the hon. Member for Abingdon 
about barn gallons, it has never 
been before me as a grievance. I have 
heard of an extra half-pint working 
| mischief, but not in connection with the 
'milk trade. If my hon. friend will 
supply me with information on the 
subject, I shall be glad to put it before the: 
| Board of Trade, with whom the adminis- 
tration of the Weights and Measures Acts 
lies. In relation to the administration 
of the Food and Drugs Act of last year, I 
‘adhere to the view I have before ex- 
pressed that the main object of the Act 
| was to ensure local action against adulte- 
ration, and the function of the Board of 
| Agriculture was to exhaust every effort 
in urging, and as far as they could, com- 
pelling, discharge of this duty before 
taking action themselves. Nothing could 
be more disastrous than for the central 
‘authority to be ready to do the work 
which rightly falls to the local authority. 
To do that would inevitably lead to. 
dilatory and neglectful administration. 
So far as I am aware the operation of the 
Act last year has been most satisfactory. 
The Treasury has given assistance, and 
local authorities have been made fully 
acquainted with the requirements of the 
new Act, and I have every reason to 
believe that the exercise of its power by 
the Department has led to vigorous ad- 
ministration by local authorities. The 
Department will leave no stone unturned 
to make the Food and Drugs Act a 
success, and to put an end to the adultera- 
tion of food. 


Stir CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suffolk, 
Sudbury): What I am anxious to know 
| is this, that while an order has been 
given for the burial of carcases of de- 
| ceased cattle washed ashore no order has 

been given that the pens in which these: 
| cattle were confined should be removed. 
What I ask is, why the same treatment 


Service Estimates. 





819 


is not meted out so far as the pens are 
concerned. The other complaint that 
myj constituents have to make is as to 
the carrying out of the various regula- 
tions for the stamping out of swine fever. 
These seem to be made without any 
regard to local conditions—to the trend 
of the different markets. An area is 
selected which may be an arbitary area, 
but it often happens that where one lot of 
swine, owing to the configuration of the 
country, go to one market, another lot 
will go in quite a different direction. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said he 
would like to ask a question with respect 
to the setting up of standards of milk and 
butter. There was, he understood, a 
Departmental inquiry going on, and, 
when a decision had been come to, the 
responsibility for circulating such stand- 
ards would rest with the Board of Agri- 
culture. Was the President of the 
Board able to give some information as to 
whether the deliberations were concluded, 
and whether, if these standards were 
arrived at, they would be circulated 
throughout the country? He believed 
that by the Sale of Food and Drugs Act 
Amendment Act of last year the loca 
authorities were bound to appoint qualified 
analysts. He hoped the Department 
would take steps to see that that was done, 
as he knew several cases in which the local 
authorities thought they had performed 
their functions by paying their sanitary 
inspector £5 a year to act in that capacity. 
There was a general disposition through- 
out the country in favour of the amending 
Act being made more stringent. The 
duty of the public analyst should be 
properly performed. 
Gentleman did not now appear to have 
the information up to date as to the per- 
centage of adulteration found in samples 
taken at the port of entry, although last 
year and the year before he was able to 
give interesting figures in this respect. 
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watching the importation of food products 
and were making analysis. It would do 


a great deal of good if these investiga- | 


tions were continued, and the results 
from time to time made public. 


*Mr. LONG: In answer to my hon. 


{COMMONS} 


The right hon. | 


| man for the stamping out of rabies. 
| policy was unpopular, but the right hon. 
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be necessary, because having been so long 
in the sea they are so impregnated with 
sea-water that there could be no danger 
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of infection from them. No doubt 
they are unsightly, but they can 
be disposed of in that way. With 
regard to the areas selected for 





dealing with swine fever we do take the 
| greatest carein selection, and our selec- 
| tion is governed as far as possible by the 
‘local considerations which the hon, 
Gentleman mentions. Our only object is 
| to prevent the spreading of swine fever, 
| and if any case is brought to our notice 
| that in the selection of any area we have 
| been unduly disregardful of the local con- 
| ditions, I will take care that we will do 
| better in future. With regard to the 
| Standards Committee I can say nothing 
| until they have reported. With regard 
|to the question raised under the Food 
| and Drugs Act as to the proper examina- 
| tion at the port of entry, that is a duty 


'which rests with the Customs authorities 


| first and the Board of Agriculture after- 
| wards. No doubt the Government has 
| power to bring pressure to bear on local 
/authorities, and with regard to the 
‘suggestion as to the efficiency of ithe 
examination of imports I shall be glad if 
I can make any improvements in that 
respect. I have been asked whether I 
| have at any time had to protest against 
the action of any local authority. I 
think that is rather too strong a term, but 
| it has been necessary for me to indicate a 
| few directions where reforms might take 
| place. 

| Mr. WHARTON (Yorkshire, Ripon) : 
| Before this debate comes to a conclusion 
| I desire to say a word of congratulation 
upon the policy of the right hon. Gentle- 
The 


| 


Gentleman stoutly adhered to it, with the 


result that the country has been freed 
| from a very terrible disease. 
A beneficial effect was produced when it | appointment of good analysts, I have my- 


was understood that the Customs were | 


As to the 


self seen the benefit of such a policy, and 
I think it would be a very good thing if 


local authorities were to appoint good 


analysts. 
Question put, and negatived. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 
4. Motion made, and Question pro- 








friend the Member for the Sudbury | posed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
Division, the obvious way of dealing with | £23,036, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
the pens would be to destroy them by | complete the sum necessary to defray the 
burning, though I do not think it would | Charge which will come in course of pay- 


Sir Cuthbert Quilter. 
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ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
expenses of the Charity Commission for 
England and Wales.” 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
ilkeston): I should like to know whether 
any proceedings have been taken last year 
under the Charity Trust Recovery Act of 
1891, which enabled the Charity Commis- 
sioners to recover charities lost in the not 
dim and distant past. Itis a fact that 
charities have disappeared and are 
lost, but I hope nothing of that 
kind has been going on this year. 
In many instances there has been very 
laudable vigilance in looking after valu- 
able charities and insisting on proper 
value being received for any charity 
lands which have been sold. Not long 
since, I had occasion to call the attention 
of the Charity Commissioners to the sale 
of land in connection with a charity in 
Northamptonshire, and to ask that steps 
should be taken to interfere with that 
sale. I may mention this case as illus- 
trating something which is going on in 
the country, and to which I wish specially 
to call attention. This small charity had 
as part of its property a certain amount 
of land on which cottages were built. 
These cottages fell into a state of bad 
repair, and the question of their restora- 
tion became a subject of corzespondence 
with the Charity Commissioners. In 
many such cases the amount of money 
required is more than the trust is 
able to afford, and the cottages go 
on from bad to worse, and in spite 
of the want of decent houses in many 
rural districts, cottages built on public 
lands, with certain funds behind them, 
become unfit for human habitation, and 
are pulled down or sold. In the case to 
which I am referring it was decided to 
sell the cottages, and, consequently, to 
turn out the persons occupying them. 
That may have been a desirable course 
in the interest of public health, but in the 
interest of the housing of the poor it 
would have been more desirable if steps 
had been taken by the Charity Commis- 
sioners to enable the cottages to be made 
fit for human habitation. I applied to 
the Commissioners to stop the sale fora 
time and to look after the cottages in the 
interests of the charity. Although the 
property was ultimately sold, the amount 
obtained for it, through the intervention 
of the Commissioners, was more than was 
originally anticipated, and the charity 
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received a proper sum for the property, 
which passed into private hands. 

want to draw from that case certain 
conclusions which, in my opinion, ought 
to influence the administration of the 
Charity Commissioners. In the first 
place I want to induce the Commissioners 
not to favour the sale of land upon which 
similar cottages exist, but, in view of the 
necessity for the better housing of the 
people they should, as far as possible, 
retain any charity lands under their 
supervision, and encourage trustees, or 
give facilities for the purpose, to put 
cottages in a better state of repair, so 
that they may be fit for occupation by the 
rural poor. Local authorities might very 
often hire these charity lands for the 
purpose of erecting thereon houses for the 
poor. Public lands such as these might 
be used for public purposes with great 
advantage to the community and with no 
detriment to the charity, but I am sorry 
to see by the Report that they are being 
largely sold. It is not desirable that we 
should alienate public lands of any 
kind. It is desirable that all the 
lands of this country which are in the 
hands of public authorities as opposed to 
private owners should be retained. There 
is a large amount of land under the 
control of the Charity Commissioners, 
but that amount is diminishing at a 
rate which gives one reason to ques- 
tion the wisdom of the policy of 
the Commission in this matter. This 
process of sale has been going on at a 
very remarkable and increasing rate. In 
1890 the amount of money realised by 
the sale of property connected with the 
charities of the country was £184,500; 
in 1899 the amount was nearly £883,000. 
That is, there had been an increase to 
nearly five times the amount in those nine 
years, and that increase has been going 
on steadily under the present administra- 
tion. During the years 1893-4-5 the 
tendency was for the amount of money 
realised by such sales to go down, the 








policy of the Charity Commissioners 
being not to encourage the sale of charity 
lands, but to retain them as far as possible 
in the possession of the trustees. During 
those years the amount decreased steadily 
from £293,000 in 1893 to £186,000 in 





1895. The process now is in the opposite 
direction, and a very large amount of 
charity property has been converted into 
actual money. I do ‘not think the chari- 
ties have been particularly injured by this 





process. A good sum of money has been 
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obtained for the property ; the money has 
been invested in Consols, and the trustees 
have been saved a good deal of trouble 
with reference to the administration of 
the charity. But, while that tends to 
make trustees willing to get rid of lands, 
it does not remove from the Charity Com- 
missioners or us that care which we ought 
to exercise to prevent these lands going 
into private hands. They will be much 
more difficult to get hold of for public 
purposes in the future if they are in pri- 
vate hands than they are now. It is true 
that the recipients of charity may receive 


Supply—Civil 


as much, or possibly even more, under the | 


system which has been encouraged by the 
Charity Commissioners, but the good 


which these lands could do by being used | 


for allotment or building purposes may be 
lost for ever, and an irreparable injury 


done to the community, if this process of | 


sale is allowed to goon. I want to ask 
the hon. Member for Thirsk whether he 
can tell me the number of acres that are 
represented by the £883,000. If he can- 
not tell me now, I hope he will grant me 
a Return giving an account of these sales 
during the past year. There is another 

oint I would ask him to bear in mind. 


n all these cases, before land is 
sold, it would be very advisable, 
if an inquiry is not held _ by) 


the Commissioners as to the needs of the 
locality, and the possible beneficent uses 
to which the land might be put, to take 
the opinion of the parish or district 
council as to the desirability of allowing 
the land to pass from the trustees into 
the hands of private owners. The policy 
of the Charity Commissioners in former 
years was to consult the local authorities 


as far as possible, and the decrease of | 


sales in the years I have referred to was 
to some extent brought about by the 
possibilities which the Charity Commis- 
sioners saw of the Local Government Act 
of 1894 bringing them into contact with 
local authorities whom they might con- 
sult with reference to the sale or adminis- 
tration of these lands. I hope that this 


liberal policy of looking after these | 


inheritances of the poor, so that they may 
be used for the greatest possible benefit 
of the poorer classes, may not be lost sight 
of, and that the parish councils in most 
localities will in future be consulted 
before public land of this kind is alienated 
by being sold to private individuals, the 
possible future use of it thereby being lost 
to the community for ever. 


Sir Walter Fester. 
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Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich): There is 

a case which I wish to bring before tie 
attention of the Committee. I am afraid 
I cannot hope to do much good by bring- 
ing it forward, because it unfortunately 
refers to a deed which is already effective, 
The only thing I can hope to do is to 
make the case public, and in that way to 
| draw attention to the way in which some 
of these schemes under the Charity Com- 

|missioners are used. This refers to a 
| place called Tydd St. Mary, where some 
/money was left for the purposes of educa- 
tion and apprenticeships. A school was 

built partly out of this money and partly 

‘out of rates. The scheme worked 
very well up to a certain point, because 
up to that point the rector of the parish 
acted in full accord with the trustees 
and everything went well. But there 
came a time when a new rector came to 
the parish, and he seems to have treated 
the trustees with want of attention ; they 
were mere cyphers in his mind, and he 
administered the funds entirely at his 
own sweet will. In 1892 new trustees were 
appointed, and when they found themselves 
ignored in the management of the school 
they withheld the money and put it into 
the Post Office Savings Bank. A great 
deal of friction was caused: and at the end 
of 1893 the rector found himself con- 
siderably out of pocket. I think the 
_inspector’s report was not very satis- 
factory, and the rector applied to the 

trustees for this money, but they refused 

to hand it over to him. There have 

been two schemes in regara to this matter, 

one of 1896, and the other of 1900. By 
the first gcheme there were three trustees 

| appointed by the parish council and five 
nominated, the first appointed under the 
scheme, and subsequent vacancies to be 
‘filled up by the lord of the manor. I do 
'not know why the vacancies on the trust 
should be filled by the lord of the 

manor, except that it was a plan of pre- 
venting the parish council appointing 

a majority of the trustees. By 

Clause 23 the income of the charity was 

regulated, and such portion of it was to 

| be applied to the payment of teachers in 
‘elementary schools in the parish “‘as the 
| trustees, the rector and churchwardens, 
and the lord of the manor may direct,’ 
‘and as there were eight trustees the 
| trustees were in a majority in this matter. 
| As recently as 1896 the trustees of the 
| charity had a preponderance in deciding 
| what should be paid to the school, and 
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what they paid to the school went to- 
wards the teaching. There follow a 
number of sub-sections regulating the 
application of the rest of the money, and 
there is not one word in those sub-sections 
to suggest any sectarian interest in the 
scheme. In 1900 there was another 
scheme. Clause 1 of this new scheme, 
which was sealed only on the 9th 
January, 1900, directs that a sum of 
money in hand, amounting to £114, 
should be paid to the managers, not for 
teachers’ salaries—that was the protection 
in the scheme of 1896—but for the repair 
of the school and school house. It will be 
clear that that practically amounts to 
using the trust funds for the purpose 


Supply—Civil 


of keeping a school board out of the | 


place and preventing the people having a 
popularly-controlled school. At any 
rate, that is the effect. If the school 
could not pass the inspection of the 
Department a school board would have to 
be set up. It was before distinctly laid 
down that the money of this charity was 
not to be used in relief of the rates, but 
I maintain that in using this money for 
the purpose of repairing the school 
buildings it is really saving the rate- 
payers’ money. 
scheme also provides that one third of 
the clear income of the charity must be 
paid to the school managers in future, so 
long as the school is conducted as a 
Voluntary public elementary school and 
is certified as efficient. 
contention. Under the old scheme the 
trustees had the right to say how much 
money they would give the school, 


whereas in this scheme the amount is) 
that the it, more especially as this clergyman 


fixed. Clause 6 provides 


That is a new| 


{22 JUNE 1900} 


Clause 4 of the new!) 
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purpose of building a parochial schoo!, 
and this charity is used for the purpose 
of carrying on that school. The Church 
party in this place manage to turn this 
parochial school into a Church school. 
By order of the County Court, made, I 
expect, before the Charity Commissioners 
had jurisdiction, the management of this 
property is placed in the hands of the 
rector, two churchwardens, and eight 
trustees of the charity. For some time 
these work amicably together, until a 
new clergyman comes, who ignores the 
trustees altogether. The trustees die off, 
and there is no one to dispute this 
assumption of power, until, in 1892, fresh 
trustees are appointed, who, finding 
that they are not consulted, pay the 
money into the savings bank instead of 
handing it over to the rector. The school 
gets into such a condition that if this en- 
dowment did not exist there would be a 
school board, and the people of the village 
would get the management of the school, 
ste buildings, and unsectarian teaching. 
nstead of that this money is used for the 
purpose of one particular sect. The 
Charity Commissioners make a new 
scheme, order the money to be paid over 
to the rector of the school, order one- 
third of the whole income of the charity 
to be paid over to the school in future, 
and reduce the charity trustees, so far as 
the school is concerned, from eight to 
one, though I have no doubt the endow- 
ment is practically the whole of the local 
income. That is the effect of this scheme. 
It has completely changed the whole 
aspect of the position of the school in the 
parish, and the people very much resent 
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managers of the school should in future | happens to be one of those who choose to 
be the rector and churchwardens, and | adopt some of those practices which are 


one trustee appointed by the trustees of | considerably objected to by a good many 
the charity. Consequently the trustees | of the people. It is desirable when a 
lose all control over the school under the | scheme of this sort alters the whole pur- 


scheme of 1900. I should like to point 
out what is really the effect of this 


| 


port of an educational plan like that, that 
it should be made public and brought to 


system, and how bad it is. It is certainly | the attention of the House of Commons. 


a system which cannot be approved, 
but it is a good illustration of how the 
system works. Here we have an endow- 
ment left that the children of Lydd might 
have an education which they could not 
get without it, and which, of course, 
ought now to be used to give them, or 


Although I cannot alter the scheme, I 
shall perhaps have done some good by 
drawing attention to it, as it will show 
the people that this kind of thing is going 
on, and that unless it is taken notice of 
it may go on still more. I think the 
only way in which I can bring pressure 


the clever ones amongst them, a better | to bear is by moving a reduction of the 
education than that to which they are by | Vote by £100, which I now do. 


law entitled. That is what the money 
was left for. The common, the property 


of the whole village, is utilised for the | “That a sum, not exceeding £22,936, be 





Motion made, and Question proposed, 
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granted for the said 
Goddard.) 


Mr. CHANNING (who was very in- 
distinctly heard) said that before the hon. 
Member for Thirsk replied, it might be 
convenient for him to refer to one of the 
topics which had been raised. The sale 
of charitable lands was, in his opinion, a | 
bad policy, and an evil which seemed to | 
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service.” —(Mr. 


be growing. According to the Report the | 


amount of land sold during the last four | 
years represented a value of more than 
double the amount sold during the tenure 
of office of the previous Administration. 
That undoubtedly marked a_ certain 
change of policy which was greatly to be 
deplored. With regard to the case of 
sale which occurred in his own county, to 
which reference had been made, questions 
of principle were certainly involved. In| 
the case of this particular charity, the | 
trustees some years ago invested a por- 
tion of their money in cottage property, 
partly with a view to providing accom- 
modation for the labourers of the neigh- 
bourhood, and partly as a convenient 
method of obtaining a reasonable interest 
on the trust money. Those cottages 
gradually fell into disrepair; and when 
the governors and trustees laid a scheme 
before the Charity Commissioners, that 
body considered that it involved a larger | 
outlay of money than was justifiable. He 
wished to press the point that not only | 
was it undesirable that the trustees of | 
charities of this kind should alienate land 
in their possession, but that it was also 
undesirable that cottage property should 
be alienated without any local inqviry or | 


{COMMONS} 


| fortably settled. 








Service Estimates. 


828 


| property and let the cottages to labourers, 

He desired to ask the hon. Member for 
Thirsk whether in his opinion it would 
not be a sounder and wiser policy for the 
| Charity Commissioners to follow in such 
| cases to consider the well-being of the 
| inhabitants of these places quite 2 as much, 
| or, at any rate, on nearly the same foot. 
| ing, as the financial aspect of the question, 
which, of course, in their fiduciary 
capacity the Commissioners were bound 
to guard in every possible way. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: The Com- 
mittee will, of course, understand that it 
is not possible for me to carry in my 
head the details of the some 80,000 
charities under the control of the Charity 
Commissioners, some large and some 
small. My hon. friend the Member for 
Ipswich gave me notice at half-past six 
this evening that he proposed to say 
| something about the Tydd St. Mary 
School, but by that time even the Charity 
Commissioners had adjourned for the day, 
so that the clerk who is concerned with 
| that question was unable to come to my 
| assistance. But I have some recollection 
| of the case, which came up, I think, about 
four years since. At that time there was 
a squabble going on betwzen the church- 
warden and the clergyman. I do not 
intend to enter into the rights or wrongs 
| of that matter, but the point my hon. 
friend has raised is, I think, a part of 
that quarrel. The matter was raised in 
1896, and Ithought it had been com- 
Apparently I was mis- 
taken, and I will, of course, look into it 
jagain. But I should like, as I can, to 








consultation with the local authorities as | show to the Committee that the scheme 


to the r 
apparently without any consideration 


requirements of the village, and | of the Charity Commissioners does not 


| deviate from the original purpose of the 


being present in the minds of the Charity | charity, but that ‘it carries out with 


Commissioners except that of getting the | 
largest amount of money. The course | 
taken by the Charity Commissioners in | 
authorising the sale of these cottages | 


without first satisfying themselves | 
that the sale was for the benefit | 
of the whole of the community, 


and without any information as to the 
necessity of providing accommodation for 
the labourers, was very unsatisfactory. 
He had received a large number of letters 
from villagers who felt very strongly on 
the question, and as many as eighty-nine 
signatures were obtained to a petition 
urging the Charity Commissioners to 
withhold their sanction for this sale, and 
instead to direct the trustees to repair the 





| sbsurel accuracy the trust of the deed of 
| 1740 by which this particular charity was 
‘founded, Money was left to educate the 
_ poor of Tydd St. Mary and to apprentice 
/a certain number of boys. Land was 
purchased with that money and handed 
over to three trustees. [The hon. Mem- 
ber read the clause of the trust deed re- 
ferring to the point.] It is therefore 
quite obvious that when the gentleman to 
whom my hon. friend referred refused to 
pay over the money he was committing @ 
breach of trust, because his duty under 
the trust was to pay the money into the 
hands of the minister and the church- 
wardens. He was, I believe, a church- 
warden—— 
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Mr. GODDARD: A trustee. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: He wasalso 
a churchwarden, and that is how he got 
the money. He banked the money, he 
went on banking it, and he did it in his 
own name. ‘That is how the Charity 
Commissioners came in, and I think the 
House will agree that we could not allow 
the money to go on accumulating in the 
savings bank in the name of one trustee, 
when all the while that trustee ought to 
be paying it to the churchwardens. As 
to the case referred to by the hon. Mem- 
bers for Ilkeston and Northampton, if I 
remember rightly it is not an almshouse 
case. 
to house the working classes. 


was property belonging to a charity ;| out in answer to the question. 


and while it is our duty to do 
the best we can for a_ particular 
charity, we have no power to use trust- 
money for purposes for which it was not 
intended. If a charity is intended to 
provide boots and shoes for the poor, we 
have no power to use that charity for 
the suppression of nuisances or anything 
else which we may think to be for the 
benefit of the neighbourhood. We must 
see that the money is applied to the pur- 
poses for which it was intended, and if 
the property is sold we must make sure 
it is sold at a price beneficial to the 
charity. I wish we had power to deal 


with every charity in the country to what’ 


we considered to be the best advantage 
for the general welfare of the community. 
That would be very advantageous, but I 
very much doubt whether the House of 
Commons would grant us that general 
power. In the particular case to which I 
have been referring I think the medical 
officer of health condemned the cuttages, 
and there was no money for their repair, 
and that is how the land came to be sold. 
With regard to the speech of the hon. 
Member for Ilkeston, I do not know 
whether he intended to strike or to 
stroke the Charity Commissioners. But 
I think he is altogether mistaken as to 
one part of his speech. He kept 
speaking of these as “public” lands. 
Public lands are lands belonging to the 
general public. My hon. friend himself 


is a member of the public, but he has no 
lot or share in these charity lands ; they 
have to be devoted to the people for 
whose benefit they were left, and we have 
to see that the produce of these lands is 
applied, as near as it can be, to the pur- 
That is 


poses for which they were left. 


{22 JunE 1900} 
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| the object for which we work. The hon. 
Member seemed to suggest that the 
Charity Commissioners encouraged the 
sale of these ]ands. I wish he would try 
to buy some of the lands from the Com- 
missioners and see if he was able to get 
them for less than they were worth. 
| There are constant complaints that it is 
| very hard to sell charity lands owing to 
the obstruction of the Charity Com- 
missioners, and it is really very strange 
now to hear people saying that the 
Charity Commissioners are constantly 
pushing on the business of disposing of 
charity lands. The hon. Member asked 
me how many acres had been sold during 
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The object of the charity was not | the past year. I am afraid I cannot give 
This | the number now, but I will try to find 


I am not 
able to say how many acres of land have 
been sold, but I can inform my hon. 
friend that the money derived from the 
sale of land is derived from the sale not. 
of public land, but of public houses. I 
do not know that I need say anything 
else to support the position of the Charity 
Commissioners. We have no definite 
policy as to these sales, except to see that 
we get a really good price. We neither 
encourage nor discourage the sale of land, 
but if we can get, not only what it is 
worth, but a great deal more than it is 
worth, then we sanction the sale of it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): If the Charity Commis- 
sioners had the wisdom of the hon. 
Member who has just sat down, the un- 
popularity which attaches to them at the 
present moment would never have an 
opportunity of developing. But I do not 
think the hon. Member has been quite 
fair in dealing with the case raised by the 
hon. Member for Ipswich. He seems to 
have overlooked two or three important. 
facts. As far as this charity is concerned 
its administration has been handed over 
to the clergy and the churchwardens. 
The money was really found by the 
Commissioners, by local subscriptions, and 
something in the nature of a local rate. 
Since then the Berrien Charity came in, and 
although it had not contributed towards 
the building of the school and did not 
subscribe towards its maintenance, an 
amalgamation took place and _ joint 
management was agreed to. My com- 
plaint against the Commissioners is that. 
this practically annexed the whole of the 
funds subscribed by the local ratepayers, 
and handed them over to the church- 
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wardens and the rector. The manage- | cases, the schemes have been so manipu- 
ment of the school is now practically in | lated as to bring about a certain result— 
the hands of the churchwardens and the | namely, that particular mode of adminis. 
rector, and I think the hon. Member must | tration is secured by the constitution of 
admit that that is exceedingly unfair. Is | the trust, while no room has been allowed 
there anything in the original foundation for the manifestation of popular 
about the doctrines and the dogmas to be | feeling in regard to the administra 
taught ’—because I understand that is [tion of the trust. I do not mean 
necessary in order to bring it within|to accuse the Charity Commissioners 
the Act. Something must have of bias in favour of the Established 
been said in regard to the particular Church, but it is nevertheless the fact 
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doctrines to be taught in the school prior 
to the date of that Act. Nothing of that 
kind has been provided for in the school, 
and the Charity Commissioners have con- 
verted a parochial school, which was 
managed by a committee representing 
the ratepayers, into achurch school. That 
is an exceedingly unfair thing to do, but 
it has been done in a good many cases. 
This is only a solitary instance which we 
discovered when it was too late to do any- 
thing but protest. My complaint is not 
in regard to the management of the trust, 
but in regard to the management of the 
school. The school was practically built 
by the ratepayers, and its management 
should be handed over to a body repre- 
senting the people, and not to one par- 
ticular denomination in the parish. Surely 
the hon. Member opposite must see that 
that is a very unfair thing to do. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield): I have had con- 
siderable experience of schemes prepared 
by the Charity Commissioners, and during 
the last few years I have been greatly 
struck with the odd and _ fantastic 
character of some of those schemes, in re- 
gard to the constitution of trusteeships 
which are provided for under them. 
Another thing which has struck me 
is that these schemes, so far as the 
appointment of trustees is concerned, do 
not appear to be in harmony with recent 
legislation. That legislation has in recent 
years called into existence new public 
bodies such as county councils, parish 
councils and parish meetings, and it has 
given to those new bodies certain powers 
in connection with the administration of 
charities. It seems to me that the 
Charity Commissioners should have 
recognised this new position of affairs, 
and that they should have placed the 
administration of many of these charities 
unreservedly in the hands of the public 
bodies appointed in the public interest by 
the public. Instead of that, in not a few 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 





that in a large number of cases the 
trusteeships, constantly, under their 
schemes, have given an unfair and an 
improper advantage to the Establish- 
ment; so that there are hundreds of 
cases in which money is now employed 
for ecclesiastical purposes, contrary to the 
wishes of the donors. I believe that the 
weakness and the vice of these schemes 
of the Charity Commissioners are due to 
the fact that they adhere to ancient 
principles and ancient methods, instead of 
having regard to the new wants and the 
new feelings of thetimes. The result is that 
the public needs are not met in the ad- 
ministration of these charities to the ex- 
tent they might have been, and ought to 
be. There are also cases in which the 
schemes are not administered as they 
should be on principles oi strict equality. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
ley) said that owing to the action of the 
two front benches that evening, no doubt 
during the next few months there would 
be a great many applications made 
similar to that which had been made by 
the Birmingham School. The result 
would be that the staff of the Charity 
Commissioners would be found totally in- 
adequate to deal with those applications, 
and he urged upon his friend the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury to be prepared to 
make a substantial increase in the staff of 
the Charity Commission. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS OWEN (Mont 
gomeryshire) said this appeared to be an 
entirely undenominational trust, but by 
continuing the clergyman and chureb- 
wardens as trustees, and appointing only 
three representatives of the parish 
council, who were in a minority of the 
governing body, practically the school 
was madea denominational school. That 
was, of course, clearly contrary to the 
provisions of the Endowed Schools Act. 
Under the Endowed Schools Act of 1869, 
Section 19, educational endowments were 
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not to be treated as denominational | 


unless— 


_ {22 Tune 1900} 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: 
think it is an endowed school scheme. 





834 
I do not 


Service Estimates. 


“In the opinion of the Commissioners col Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN s:id he 


ject to 
scholars 


quired by the express terms of the original in- | 
strument of foundation, or of the statutes or | 


a to the Privy Council) the 
educated by the endowment are re- | 


| should have followed the Act and pro- 
vided that this should have been an un- 


thought the 


Charity Commissioners 


regulations made by the founder, or under his | denominational school. He wished to point 


authority in his lifetime, or within fifty years 
after his death, which terms 
observed down to the commencement of the | 
Act, to learn or be instructed according to 
the doctrines or formularies of any particular 
church, sect, or denomination.” 


He should have thought that under this | 
provision the school was exempted. 


Asher, Alexander 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Bowles, T. Gibson( King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Chamberlain, J Austen(Wore’r 
Charrington, Speacer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke,C. W. Radcliffe( Heref’d) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Davies,Sir HoratioD(Chatham 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Donkin, Richard Sim 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wim. H- 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Original Question put, and agreed to. 


5. £9,778, to complete the sum for 
Lunacy Commission, England. 





have been 


| 
} 


| out to his hon. friend that under the original 
| foundation the money was given for the 
| purpose of giving instruction, whereas 
under this later scheme the money was be- 


| ing applied for the purpose of building. 


‘Noes, 92. 


AYES. 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. | 


| 


Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley | 


Horniman, Frederick John 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | 


Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Crae, George 

Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devoaport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


NOES. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Heath, James 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Keswick, William 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lecky, RtHon William Edw. H. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lyttelton, Lord Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 29 ; 
(Division List No. 153.) 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


Souttar, Robinson 


| Steadman, William Charles 
| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
| Williams, John Carvell( Notts. 





TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Goddard and Mr. 
Channing. 


Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Middlenore, J. Throgmorton 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monmouthsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Murray,Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicol, Denald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, RtHnHoraceCurzon 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Rutherferd, John 
Sidebottom, William (Derbysh 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wyndham, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NoOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| not very frequently that discussions take 
_place in the House of Commons upon the 
| Vote for the salaries and expenses of the 
| Lunacy Commissioners ; but I am com- 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) ; It is | pelled to-night by recent events that have 
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transpired in London to raise a question { and I am under the impression that if the 
of some public importance upon the Vote Local Government Board does its duty it 
we have before us. I regret that the | ought to dismiss, or call upon the board 
Attorney General, who is responsible for | of guardians to dismiss, these men. Cer- 
this Vote, is not in the House at the pre-| tainly I should press for their dismissal 
sent moment to hear what I have to say. |on the ground that there is nothing 
Attention called to the fact that forty | n-ne conenpdgedtes itp 4 about 
Members were not present (Mr. Caxp-| than the proper treatment of lunatics, 
WELL, Lanarkshire, Mid). House counted and that in this particular branch of the 
CS dice \ | : . d public administration no temptation or 

and forty Members being found present, bribe should be offered to the officers, 

*Mr. JOHN BURNS (continuing): It) , . ; ; 
is very rarely that the Lunacy Commis- THe CHAIRMAN : ! would like to ask 
sioners are criticised in the House of the hon. Member how he conneen the 
Commons, and it is very fortunate for us m*tter he refers to with the administra- 
Ds ’ ec J 


that that is so, for, generally speaking, tion of the Lunacy Commissioners. 

the public have confidence in that body,) *Mr. JOHN BURNS: In this way; 
and consequently much of the suspicion there is a feeling that the practice that ] 
that used to exist in England twenty or complain of is somewhat general. One 
thirty years ago in regard tothe adminis-| of the guardians said it was a matter 
tration of this Department has been re- | of custom, and that it was generally 
moved. Iam constrained to-night, how- done by most of the relieving officers 
ever, to call the attention of the Attorney | throughout the metropolis; and I want 
General to what I consider to be a gross to say that if that is so the Lunacy Com- 
scandal in one of the branches of the missioners ought to inquire what the 
Lunacy Commissioners’ work. Some few | effect of a system of this kind is of causing 
weeks ago it was found, owing to the public the owners of private asylums to induce 
spirit of Mr. Purchese, that five relieving officers to transfer lunatics for profit to 
officers employed by the St. Pancras these private asylums, whether they are 
Board of Guardians had been trafficking kept longer than they need be, after being 
with the owners of certain private cured, instead of being handed over to 
asylums in London, so that lunatics | their relatives. It seems to me that if the 
who ought to have properly gone | Lunacy Commissioners make inquiry they 
to asylums controlled by either will find that the effect of this system is 
the London County Council or some such as I have described. Whether that 
other public authority, and there main- is so or not is not to be determined at 
tained at an average cost of lls. per this moment; but I believe that nearly 
week, were diverted to these private everyone is dissatisfied with the present 
asylums, where their weekly maintenance method of certification, although there is 
charge ranged from 35s. to 40s. On_ no feeling against the certifying officers. 
investigation it was found that these five It is the belief that these things are more 
relieving officers had been in the habit, general than is supposed, and the atten- 
after the medical officer had certified the | tion of the Lunacy Commissioners should 
lunatics, of not taking too much trouble | be directed to an inquiry as to whether 
to inquire where accommodation might be! the system does not extend to other 
found for them in public asylums, and they | branches of the administration of the 
were for a consideration given by owners of | Lunacy laws. I respectfully request the 
private asylums transferred to the costly | Attorney General to ask the Lunacy 
private asylums. The result was that the | Commissioners to make special investiga- 
five officers were brought before the com-| tion in this case to see whether, to any 
mittee, and then before the whole board | extent, this practice has permeated other 
of guardians, when they owned up as| branches of the Department, and whether 
having received presents and sums of | it is the case that lunatics are retained in 
money from the owners of the private | private asylums when to the profit of the 
asylums. The five officers were severely | ratepayers and to the advantage of the 
censured by the chairman, with the | lunatics themselves and their friends, they 
unanimous approval of the whole board | should be discharged. I shall be only too 
of guardians that day assembled. The | pleased to place the whole of the facts’in 
board of guardians, after censuring the | the hands of the Attorney General, but I 
officers, remitted their case to the Local| should prefer that he should ask one of 
Government Board for its consideration, | the Lunacy Commissioners to see whether 


Mr. John Burns. 
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these have any bearing on the administra- 
tion of the Lunacy Laws generally. If 
he does that I know he will do everything 
in his power to satisfy public opinion 
that, in so far as the Lunacy Commis- 
sioners are concerned, they do not 


countenance anything of the kind. 


ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RoperT FinutAy, Inverness  Burghs): | 
There is no doubt whatever that the} 
drcumstances of the case to which the 
hon. Member has called attention in the 
statement he has brought before the Com- 


‘THE 


{22 JuNE 1900} 





mittee are of a very serious character. If 
the facts are correctly reported to the | 
hon. Member, they disclose an offence of | 
avery serious kind committed not only | 
by the relieving officers, but by those | 
who are alleged to have bribed them. 1} 
hope the hon. Gentleman is mistaken in | 
supposing that the practiceiscommon. It | 
vould be a very serious matter indeed if so | 
sandalous a thing should be at all general | 
as that officers should be bribed by the | 
owners of private lunatic asylums for the | 
purpose of sending lunatics to these asy- | 
lums rather than sending them to public | 
lmatic asylums, where they would be) 
better treated. Of course, the Lunacy | 
Commissioners cannot be for one moment 
suspected of looking with anything but 
the utmost disfavour on a practice of the 
kind referred to by the hon. Member. eI 
can only assure the hon. Member that we 
shall exercise the greatest care in investi- | 
gating the managements of these establish- 
ments where such practices have prevailed, 
and in any case which is brought to our | 
notice we shall act with the utmost vigour. 


Sm WALTER FOSTER: The state- | 
ment made by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Attorney General is a very satisfac- 
tory one, but the object of my hon. friend | 
was mainly to call the attention of the 
lunacy Commissioners to what has been | 
avery great scandal. It is a monstrous 
thing for officials to receive these bribes, 
aad it is still more monstrous for private 
lmatic asylum owners to give them. I 
think myself that, as a rule, wherever 
there is a chance of sending pauper 
lmaties to a public asylum, it is the best 
thing to do, and they should not be sent 
toa private asylum. I think the greater | 
part of this business should come under the 
purview of the Local Government Board. 


Captain JESSEL (St. Pancras, §.): 
é¢ in St. Pancras feel very much obliged 





| breasts of our soldiers. 
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to the hon. Gentleman for bringing this 
matter forward. At present the question 
is before the Local Government Board, 
and no doubt full investigation will take 
place. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS : [have received 
from the right hon. Gentleman the 
courteous and kind answer that I should 
expect. But I think the disclosures in 
St. Pancras give an opportunity for a 
review of the system of pauper lunaties 
and the way in which they are trans- 
ferred. I am content with the discussion 
which has taken place, and do not propose 
to move a reduction. 


' Service Estimates. 


Vote agreed to. 


6. £67, to complete the sum for the 
Mint, including Coinage. 


Lorp BALCARRES: I wish to take 
this opportunity of drawing attention to 
the manner in which the designing of the 
South African war medal has been under- 
taken by the Mint. We have in this 
country a number of extremely brilliant 
medallists, among whom are Mr. Gilbert, 
Mr. Brock, and Mr. Frampton, who are 
capable of designing artistic war medals, 


| But hitherto the bulk of the war medals 
| have been more fit to be coachmen’s 


buttons than displayed on the manly 
In the case of 
the medal for South Africa the authori- 
ties of the Mint, rather than allow it to 
be submitted to open competition, have 


/hurried the work through with undue 


haste; and, without asserting that the 


| medal will be badly done, I think that 


greater care should have been taken to 
ensure an entirely worthy production. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 


| agree with the hon. Member that there 


has been hurry in the matter, so far as 
the authorities of the Mint are concerned. 
The arrangements for the issue. of war 
medals rest with the War Office, and 
naturally the Secretary for War was 
anxious that measures should be taken as 
soon as possible for the designing and 
production of the South African medal. 
Ido not think that anybody can fairly 
complain of the designs of the medals 
issued by the Mint. Ido not profess to 
be a connoisseur, but I certainly think 
the recent Jubilee medal, for instance, 
was a medal of which no country need 
be ashamed. The new war medal is by 


2G2 
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the same designer, and although I have 
not seen it I feel sure it will be found not 
to deserve condemnation. 


Lorp BALCARRES: Is it to be 
designed by the Mint, or by Mr. Brock ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: By the 
designer to the Mint. 


Vote agreed to. 


7. £8,097, to complete the sum for 
National Debt Office. 


8. £12,838, to complete the sum for 
Public Record Office. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon) said he wished to draw 
attention to the fact that nothing had 
been done towards appointing a person to 
the Record Office who was conversant 
with Welsh history and Welsh literature, 
to calendar and index documents relating 
to Wales. Wales had a splendid system 
of education, but it did not possess a 
proper text-book on Welsh history to. put 
in the hands of the students. Ample 
materials for such a work lay uncatalogued 
in the Record Office. There was no need 
for the appointment of an expert. The 
desirable thing was the selection of a young 


{COMMONS} 
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Gentleman, and were very much obliged 
to him. There were in the Record Office 
many Welsh documents of great import- 
ance which were not catalogued, so that 
Welsh students were unable to put their 
hands upon |them. He thought the 
appointment of a Welshman in the Record 
Office would confer a lasting benefit on 
the Welsh people. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN §acknow- 
ledged the sympathetic manner in which 
the right hon. Gentleman had met the hon, 
Member for North Carnarvonshire, but re- 
gretted that students were unable under 
the present conditions, owing to the ab- 
sence of text-books, to study the history 
of Wales. 


Vote agreed to. 


Service Estimates. 


9. £15, to complete the sum for Public 
Works Loan Commission. 


Mr. BUCHANAN commented on the 
fact that this Vote in the last few years 
had undergone great changes. <A few 
years previously the nominal figure was 
£7,000, in the present Vote the Govern- 
ment only asked for £15. The demand 
for loans had enormous!y increased, and 
he would like to obtain some assurance 





that in view of the enormous increase in 
the business of the Department of the 


Welsh scholar, straightway, say, from the | he 


University to fill the first vacancy that 
arose in the office. The authorities there 
would train him up in their methods, and 
eventually he might be set to do this 
special work for the adequate treatment of 
historical records bearing on Wales. The 
right hon. Gentleman had already promised 
to consider this question, and he earnestly 
hoped the wishes of Wales in this matter 
would be realised. 


Mr. HANBURY said he agreed to a 
very considerable extent with the hon. 
Member, and thought a Welshman should 
be appointed to the Record Office. There 
was no doubt a vast amount of work which 
would not be properly done by an English- 
man, and when the next vacancy occurred 
he would see how far he could carry out 
the wishes of the hon. Gentleman by 
appointing some Welshman to the posi- 
tion. That was a course he would gladly 
avail himself of. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said all Welsh Members 
accepted the assurance of the right hon. 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


| Public Works Loan Commissioners, and 


|in the receipts from fees, the Department 
| would consider the possibility of consider- 
| ably abating the fees exacted from local 
| authorities and others who asked for the 
issue of loans for public purposes. 


Mr. HANBURY thought the hon. 
Gentleman’s point was to a very great 
extent met by the abatement which the 
Treasury now made in its demands on 
the fund for the general expenses of 
administration. 


Vote agreed to. 


10. £23,702, to complete the sum for 
Registrar General’s Office, England. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I had on 
| the Notice Paper a motion to reduce this 
Vote by £100, but I think it will now be 
unnecessary to move it, inasmuch asl 
have received what I can only regard as 
a satisfactory assurance from the Under 
|Secretary of the Local Government 
|Board. My object in putting down 
this motion was to obtain a per 
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fectly satisfactory record of the popu- 
lation of Wales in the course of 
the coming census. I regret that that 


census is to be of so limited a character. I 


eannot go into that question, because it | 


| 
| 


has already been the subject of legislation 
in this House. I can only express the 
hope that the mistakes which were 
admittedly made during the last census | 
—administrative mistakes I mean—will 
be avoided in the coming census so far as 
the population of Wales and Monmouth- 
shire are concerned. I[ trust that proper 
forms will be supplied containing a lan- 

ge column, and that we shall have 
nothing further to complain of in that 
respect. 


Vote agreed to. 


11. £350,060, to complete the sum for 
Stationery and Printing. 


{22 JuNE 1900} 


| ports, 





Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN: I am 
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of the House. With regard to the re- 
of course the hon. Member 
knows that although most of the speeches 
are in the first person there is a great dis- 
tinction to be drawn between speeches 
which have an asterisk showing that the 
Member has himself corrected the proofs 
of the speech, and those speeches which 
have no such asterisk. Probably the 


| great majority of Members are content to 


leave their speeches without an asterisk. 
It is somewhat unfortunate, having cor- 
rected a speech and having an asterisk 
attached to it, that it can be brought up 
as a record against you hereafter, and, 
for my own part, I carefully avoid ever 
doing so. I quite agree with the hon. 
Member that when the report of a speech 
purports to be verbatim we want practi- 
cally the whole speech, because it does 
lead to the impression that the speech as 
reported is the whole of what the hon. 
Member has said. One does not like 


| passages which may have been important 
o J 


not quite sure whether the point I am | left out of the report of a speech which 
about to raise comes properly under this | purports to be verbatim. I confess that 
Vote. The question I wish to raise is | the matter rests to a great extent with 
that of the reporting in this House. It | the reporters and with the publishers of 
is a comparatively small matter, and it | Hansard, but I myself look back with 


does not affect the public service very 


materially. It does affect hon. Members 
themselves. I notice that the recent 
reports of our debates are in the first 

and very admirable reports 

seem to,» be; but, on the 
other hand, they are b no 
means verbatim reports. I think the 
general notion is that when you see a 
report in the first person it is understood 
to be verbatim. It seems to me 
desirable that there should be no 
ambiguity about this, because occasionally 
Hansard is referred to as an authority as 
the ipsissima verba of what hon. 
Members have said, and I would suggest, 
therefore, that it would be better either 
to have a note to the effect that the re- 
ports are not verbatim, or else that they 
thould be in the third person and not in 
the first. There is another point in 


mgard to the Pink Paper we are now | 
Meeiving with reports of the inquiries | 


made‘under a recent Act with respect to 
charities. In every case on the Pink 
Paper there are twelve lines of print 
stating the formal terms. It seems to me 
that too many details are given. 


Mr. HANBURY: As to the Pink 
Paper, that isa matter for the authorities 


|regret to the days when the great 
| majority of the speeches were in the 
| third person. I know that there wereobjec- 
| tions raised in the House to the fact that 
| most of the speeches were taken from the 
| reportsof The Times, and that those speeches 
were not in the first person. Although 
| there were more or less technical objec- 
| tions to that system I thought it was 
| quite the best system in which the reports 
| were published, and I would not be sorry 
|to see the House go back to that plan, 
| because we undoubtedly got very ex- 
/cellent reports under that system. We 
| got reports with which the majority 
of Members were thoroughly well 
satisfied, and the only objection that was 
ever raised, that I know of, to that 
system was that we were allowing the 
contractor to sab-let his contract. On 
that ground, which I do not think is a 
very important one, objections were 
raised in the House, and we were forced 
to adopt the present system. I shall 
mention to the editor of Hansard the 
point raised by the hon. Gentleman, 
because I think there is something in the 
statement that if a speech is reported in 
the first person then the whole of the 
speech ought to be given in extenso. Any 
influence which I can bring to bear on 
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the reporters will be brought to go back 
to the old system of reporting in the 
third person, with the exception of par- 
ticular speeches of particular Members 
and Ministers, whose speeches the House 
would wish to have reported in the first 
person. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I am ex- 
tremely glad that the hon. Member has 
brought forward this question as to 
verbatim reporting. Hon. Members and 
those who read the speeches in this 
House are greatly interested in the 
matter of verbatim reporting. Those 
who only utter a few short words are not 
so much interested. I would point out 
to hon. Members themselves that ver- 
batim reporting would be a great dis- 
figurement to the reports, because 
we would get a number of _inter- 
ruptions and inelegancies, such as no 
Member would like to see opposite to his 
name in so important a publication as 
Hansard ; but if you are not to have an 
absolutely verbatim report you must have 
a summary report. Tnat cannot be done 
by the same man who does the verbatim 
report. The verbatim report is done by 
a common shorthand reporter, who takes 
down what he hears, and just gives a 
photograph of what he takes down. 
When you come to summarising a speech 
you require a very expert reporter. In 
the first place, he must have some know- 
ledge of the subject he is reporting, and 
be able, more or less, to bring to his work 
a sense of proportion, and know that 
which is important and that which is un- 
important. For instance, when he hears 
ten good arguments and three bad jokes, 
he should not leave out the ten good 
arguments and put in the three bad jokes. 
I have known the arguments omitted and 
the jokes inserted. Therefore it comes 
to this—that for verbatim reporting a 
common shorthand writer will do, but 
when you come to a summary such as 
my hon. friend suggests, you require 
no longer a shorthand reporter but 
a Parliamentary expert. That is the sort 
of reporter we used to have. Zhe Times 
reporters and those who reported the 
debates when I first entered the House 
were undoubtedly experts, and they con- 
ferred the greatest possible benefit on 
Members by what they did. They left 
out the poor, stale, irrelevant stuff, and 
they left in the sapient arguments and 
the permanent points of the debate. But 


Mr. Hanbury. 
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this involves large expense. 
have reporters of great ability and 
historical knowledge without going to 
expense ; indeed, I think the mistake 
the Secretary of the Treasury makes is 
in trying to get the work done too 
cheaply. That, I think, is at the bottom 
of the matter. If he had been content to 





o on paying for the old system wé 
should still have had the old style of 
reports. One word as to the present re- 
| porting. I have heard the most scathing 
_ language used with respect to the present 
‘reports by no less a person than the 
| President of the Local Government Board. 
| The right hon. Gentleman, speaking with 
|the amplitude of manner which always 
| fascinates the House, and makes us listen 
'to his longest sentences—and they are 
| sometimes long—denounced and repudi- 
lated, with all the force of which 
a Cabinet Minister is capable, the reports 
| at present given of his speeches. He said 
| he would not be responsible for any report 
|in Hansard of a speech of his. When 
|they are quoted against him he says 
he will have nothing to do with them, 
| Then we have the corroborative evidence 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. He 
knows so well what stuff the reports are 
made of that he also will have no truck 
with them, nor will he correct them and 
put an asterisk, which suggests that they 
/are more or less accurate. I am in 
exactly the same case. ° When I look at 
the proofs of the reports occasionally sent 
| to me, and which profess to be a more or 
less accurate rendering of the few remarks 
|I have addressed to the House, I am 
amazed to see my millions and metaphors, 

| my quotations and facts, jumbled up in 
‘an absolute jangle of words. It isa 
'farrago. I am perfectly certain thatl 
| never uttered the words attributed to me, 
but I go further, and say that I cannot 
‘conceive how any man could imagine 
that any other man ever uttered them. 
|Our reports are not merely bad, abso 
ilutely misleading, completely untrust- 
‘worthy, but comic. I am giad to find 
that the prodigal son is coming back re- 
'pentant from the husks, and if he will 
| revert to the old system, as I believe he 
}is inclined to do, of the expert Parlia 
|mentary reporter with a knowledge of 
| Parliamentary usages, some knowledge of 
| Parliamentary questions and the art of 
| condensing, which, of course, will involve 
| extra cost, I promise that I, for one, will 
| kill the fatted calf for him. 
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Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 


N.): It is surely unnecessary that every 
time a Member asks a question which has 
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appeared in the Orders, and which he has | 
no right to correct, the question should | 
It appears to me there | 
must be a great deal of trouble and ex-| 


be sent to him. 


pense in sending out matter to which 
there is no objection whatever. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, | 


§): I wish to express my sympathy with 
what has been said with 
reporting in the first person. But I do 
not want to make any complaint. The 


tight hon. Gentleman has promised to | 


look into the question, whether first or 
third person reports should be given. 
May I ask that no alteration should be 
made in the style of the reports during 
the present session ? 


Caprain PHILLPOTTS (Devonshire, 


Torquay): I merely rise to support the | 


appeal made by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn. I think there is one other 


connection with the time taken before 
the reports are published. It does 
not matter so much with regard to 
the debates as the questions. There is 
often so much conversation going on at 
the time of questions that it is frequently 
impossible to hear the answer made by a 
Minister, and before the reports are pub- 
lished it is sometimes too late to refer 
back to the information desired. There 
isanother point I wish to mention, and 
that is the position the official reporters 
wcupy in the House. In another place 
the official reporters are in the body of 


opportunity of hearing what is said. In 
this House they are in the gallery, 
and I have every reason to believe that 
they sometimes do not hear what is said, 
and they labour under a disadvantage 
that might be remedied. I hope my 
tight hon. friend will take that into 
consideration. 


asad 


Vote agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum not exceeding £13,439 be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of 





{22 JuNE 1900} 


regard to | 


matter of complaint, and that is in) 


846 


| March, 1901, for the Salaries and Ex- 
| penses of the Office of Her Majesty’s 
Woods, Forests, and Land Revenues, and 
of the Office of Land Revenue Records 
and Inrolments.” 


Service Estimates. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I wish to 
| draw the attention of the Committee to a 
| charge of £444 made by the Woods and 
| Forests Department to the Committee of 
the North Wales Lunatic Asylum at 
| Denbigh. The asylum required a new 
water supply, and for that purpose the 
level of a small lake had to be raised a 
few feet. To make the title of the 
asylum authorities clear, certain mineral 
rights, which belonged to the Crown, had 
|to be acquired. The Asylum Committee 
_expected that, as such rights were of 
merely nominal value, the Office of Woods 
,and Forests would only charge a nominal 
'sum for them, but the price they named 
|was £500. Afterwards on the repre- 
sentations of the committee they reduced 
the charge to £444. The committee was 
entirely at the mercy of the Woods and 
Forests Department, and they have been 
obliged to assent to this, but they have 
the right, as representing the ratepayers 
of Anglesey, Carnarvonshire, Denbigh- 
shire, Flintshire, and Merionethshire, to 
appeal to the Treasury and to Parliament 
for a further substantial reduction. The 
only possible minerals or stones that 
can be taken into consideration are lead, 
flags, building and road stone. As to 
lead, the formation is Wenlock shale, 
which is almost always very barren in 
mineral veins, and for many miles around 
the reservoir, as the geological charts 
show, is without any indication of the 


the House, where they have a good | presence of lead or other metals. Flags 


are worked in the parish of Nantglyn, at 
some distance from the reservoir, but in 
places that are very difficult of access. 
| At the reservoir the conditions are quite 
different ; an excellent road, the old turn- 
| pike between Denbigh and Pentrevoelas, 
runs beside the lake. If there were any 
| flags worth quarrying such facilities of 
removal would not have been neglected, 
and it may be assumed that no such flags 
exist there. As to building and road 
| stone, there is no building in the neigh- 
/bourhood, and the stone is of such 
|poor uality that the last house 
| built was erected of wood and iron, 
although built on freehold land. 
For road purposes the stone is 
extremely bad. When used it is quickly 
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pulverised or reduced to a pasty mud. | 
The borough road surveyor has declined | 
to take any of the stone which may be 
quarried in making the reservoir, on the 
ground that it is useless for road purposes. 


The stone is worthless, minerals do not | 


exist, and the Department, bearing in mind 
that it is dealing with a public authority 
in which five of the counties of North 

Wales are interested, might. very well 

have conveyed for a nominal consideration 

the mineral rights which had to be pur- | 
chased for the sake of raising the level of | 
the lake. If those mineral rights had | 
been offered for sale by public auction I | 
doubt whether anyone would have made | 
any offer whatever for them. I do not | 
complain that the Office of Woods and | 
Forests are now far more careful of the | 
public interest than they have been in the | 
past, when some of the finest mineral 

properties in the kingdom were jobbed | 
away to individuals. Anyone who has | 
read the Report of the Deputy Ranger of | 
the Forest of Snowdon upon the shameful | 
misappropriation of Crown lands must | 
rejoice that the state of things which was | 
described fifty years ago has passed away, | 
not, however, without depriving the | 


nation of nearly all the really valuable | 


Crown property. But nowadays, in| 
dealing with public authorities, I fear 
they are running to another extreme. 
This is a case in which one public 
authority has another public authority at 
its mercy. The object in view is not the 
advantage of an individual, but the 
good of the community. I ask the 
Treasury to take a juster view of this | 
case, and not to charge more for these | 
worthless mineral rights than £44, a 
sum which far exceeds their real value. 
In Wales we have 84,000 acres of waste 
land. That land, of course, is subject to 
commonal rights. Of course, the rights 
of commoners ought to be fully con- 
sidered, and no one wishes to interfere 
with them without compensation; but 
what I complain of is that the Woods and 
Forests Department are taking no steps | 
in the direction of dealing with these | 
lands. It would be possible for them to | 
acquire a very large amount of land at a | 
very small outlay indeed by purchasing | 
the commonal rights over a sutlicient area | 
for the purpose of planting. It would | 
beautify the country, add to the national 
wealth, and give employment to a large 
number of men at the very time of the 
year when employment is most needed. I 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 
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am astonished that the Woods and 
Forests Department have not done some- 
thing in this direction. They have, it is 
true, made a small experiment in planting 
in Merionethshire, but if that is to be 
treated as an experiment in planting, | 
suppose thirty or forty years will elapse 
before it is concluded. The County 
Council of Northumberland have realised 
the value of re-afforesting land, and if the 
Woods and Forests Department would 
only apply some portion of the large 
surplus which they annually surrender to 
the Treasury they would be able to use 
their own money, and in that way in- 
crease very largely indeed the national 
wealth. There was a time when 
Wales was covered with forests of 
valuable timber. I am sorry to say 
that the country has been denuded very 
largely of these magnificent oak forests, 
which were at one time our pride and 
our glory. They were used to build the 
British Navy, and at one time “ the 
wooden walls of Old England ” consisted 
almost entirely of Welsh timber. That 
has been denied, but I have irrefutable 
evidence of it. The greatest interest was 
taken in Wales in the Navy, not because 
the people had relatives or friends in that 
service, but because they knew the parti- 
cular estate on which the timber used for 
such and such a ship was grown. It 
would take a very long time to restore 
those magnificent oak forests. The land- 
owners are doing what they can in this 
direction, but a public Department is in 
a very different position from a private 
landowner, who does not wish to lock up 
bis money in timber. A public Depart- 
ment could easily invest money in this 
very desirable object. This will bea 
much more important question in future 
than it is at present. Employment is 
now fairly plentiful, but the time will 
come when we shall hear the cry of the 
unemployed once more, and another gene- 
ration will praise the foresight of the 
right hon. Gentleman if he now presses 
on the Woods and Forests Department 
the necessity of at once setting on foot 
this great national reform. If the Woods 
and Forests Department would commence 
this work we should have some hope that 
at all events some of the 25 million 
acres of waste land in this country 
would be reafforested. We spend 
18 million pounds a year on Im 
ported timber, and I believe that 
if only a portion of our waste lands were 
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lanted we could supply ourselves with | 


all the timber we now require, or are | 
likely to require for some time to come. | 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman will do | 
something in the direction I have in- | 
dicated, and that he will, at all events, | 
apply some of the money which is received | 
year after year from the Crown lands 
towards beautifying the country, and 
towards providing a new source of | 
revenue to the State and a new means of 
employment for the people. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- | 
shire, W.): I can corroborate what my | 
hon. friend has said, especially with refer-| 
ence to the first point he raised. The | 
district concerned is in my own constitu- | 
ency, and I have therefore had many | 
opportunities of becoming acquainted 
with the feeling of the public in regard 
to this particular matter. I desire to pay 
a very high tribute to the Commissioner 
of Woods and Forests for the sympathetic | 
way in which he has conducted his nego- | 
tiations with regard to Crown property 
in England and Wales. Up to this time 


he has shown from the very outset a 
strong desire to become thoroughly 


acquainted with the local conditions in 
each case, and we feel very much indebted 
to him for the spirit in which he has 
carried out the work of his Deparment. , 
With regard to the particular matter 
mentioned, all I would say is that, know- 
ing the place and the conditions, I 
thoroughly concur with the view 
expressed by my hon. friend. No doubt. 
it has een said that a competent 
inspector was sent down to report on the 
value of these particular minerals, but the 
true test is not what was the price ob- 
tained for similar rights in other parts of 
the country, but what was the actual 
value of these minerals ; not what they 
would be worth if they were worked in 
the future, but whether they ever had 
been worked or were likely to be worked. 
The answer to these two questions is in 
the negative. These minerals have never 
been worked, and are not likely to be 
worked. I feel strongly that a mistake 
has been made in this particular case. I 
only wish to emphasize one other point 
made by my hon. friend. Surely some 
difference ought to be made between 
striking a bargain with a public institu- 
tion and striking a bargain with a private 
individual. I hope, at all events, that the 
result of this debate will be that the 
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matter will be investigated, and that, at 
all events, an arrangement of this kind 
will not be repeated. 


Captain JESSEL: I desire to make 
an appeal to the Secretary to the Treasury 
with reference to the enclosures in 
Regent’s Park. The Committee may not 
be aware of the fact that there are in the 
Park several houses having large gardens, 
and a rumour, which I believe is based 


-ona good deal of truth, is afloat that 


the Commissioners of Woods and Forests 
have been approached on the subject of 
giving these villa gardens an extension of 
lease. This question is not a new one. In 


' 1880the then First Commissionerof Works 


was approached by a deputation with refer- 
ence to the subscription gardens in 


'Regent’s Park, and the result was that 


these gardens were cut down from four- 
teen acres to seven acres. In the course 
of an investigation it was discovered that 
the leases of the land surrounding these 
villas were only held on a yearly tenancy, 
and a compromise was effected which re- 
sulted in certain portions of the ground 
being given back, and, on the other hand, 
the interests of the landowners were 
secured for the remainder of the tenancy. 
The other leases were granted as far back 
as 1822 and 1826 for a period of ninety- 
nine years, and although, of course, that 
period has not yet come to an end, yet the 
leaseholders, like prudent men, are trying 
to get a renewal of their leases. I need 
hardly say how very important it is to the 
public, especially of the district I repre- 


‘sent, that as much of Regent’s Park as 


possible should be open to them. Some 
thirty-two acres are now held by villa- 
owners. Not long ago deputations ap- 
proached the First Commissioner of 
Works with reference to cricket and 
football grounds in Regent’s Park. I had 
the privilege of accompanying one of the 
most important deputations, and it was 
stated that no less than 6,000 persons 
used Regent’s Park for the purpeses of 
cricket and football, and it was pointed 
out how extremely small the ground 
allotted for that purpose was. It seems 
to me that if anything can be done to 
increase the ground available for the 
public it would be a very good thing. 
Of course the Commissioners of Woods 
and Forests may urge the objection that 
they will lose the revenue now derived from 


‘these villa gardens; but I venture to 


appeal to the Secretary to the Treasury on 
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behalf of London, and especially on behalf | ton, and Marylebone warrants us in 
of St. Pancras and Marylebone, not to | demanding that as soon as the leases of 
allow these leases to be extended without | the houses expire and the annual 
the sanction of Parliament. I can assure | tenancies fall in they shall not be renewed, 
him that if he will give us an undertaking | and that the whole of this 129 acres, or as 
that this matter shall be thoroughly gone | much of it as does not subserve any 
into before the leases are extended, it | public interest, shall be thrown into the 
will be received with gratitude. . | park. The Zoological Gardens has thirty- 
_one acres, and there are some people who 

Mr. JOHN BURNS: I desire to| believe that the Zoological Gardens 
associate myself with the excellent re-| ought to pay more than £358 per 
marks of the hon. Member for South annum for having that institution in- 
St. Pancras. I come to this subject| side Regent’s Park. The Botanical 
rather fresh, having spent two days of | Gardens, which do not altogether satisfy 
my Whitsun holiday in visiting Regent’s | the public, have eighteen acres, the Toxo- 
Park and making observations with a/| philites have six acres, and the pleasure 
view to supporting the hon. Member in| gardens have over eight acres. That is 
the object he has in view. It seems to | to say, four semi-public associations have 
me that we ought to remind the Secre- | sixty-three acres out of the 129 acres. I 
tary to the Treasury, who for the moment | think that the Botanical Gardens might 
represents the Woods and Forests Depart- come under more public control than they 
ment, that there is a pretty well-grounded | now have, and I think that the Toxo- 
opinion in the North of London that a) philites might be ailowed to disappear. 
serious attempt is going to be made to, With regard to the pleasure gardens, I 
have these leases renewed, and also to ex- | see no reason why they should be con- 
tend the annual tenancy of the land im-| tinued, and I venture to think that some 
mediately outside the house property. I; of the people using them would willingly 
believe there will be such an attempt, be-| part with their share for the greater 
cause the value of these houses is very | enjoyment of the public. Now I come to 
tempting, and the owners will make every | the remainder. What are the facts? I 
effort within their power to extend the find that Grove Lodge has four acres, 
period of their occupancy. The Crown Hanover Lodge four acres, North Lodge 
derives £14,444 a year from the | two acres, Baptist College nine acres, St. 
land occupied by these private houses. | Dunstan’s Villa—the tenant of which, I 
That is a small amount as compared with | believe, is a very excellent citizen, and a 
the value this land would be to the public, man who has given excellent service to 
in the neighbourhood if it were turned the State-—twelve acres, St. Catherine’s 
into a recreation ground for the enjoy- | House five acres, St. John’s Lodge—for- 
ment of young and old. The hon. Mem-, merly occupied, I believe, by a Member 
ber for South St. Pancras with charac- | of this House—twelve acres ; then there is 
teristic moderation did not make his case | a place known as The Holme, five acres, 
as strong as he might have made it. In| and South Villa elevenacres. Altogether 
going into the documents I find that the nine gentlemen occupy sixty-four acres of 
situation as between the public enjoyment | ground inside Regent’s Park, for which 
of Regent’s Park and the private privilege | they pay the Government £1,444 per 
user of about a dozen people who are inside | annum. What does that area represent ? 
the gates of the park is as follows. The) It represents a Green Park, or seven 
park has 472 acres of ground; of that} Kennington Ovals. What does that 
129 acres, or twenty-four per cent. of the | mean? St. Pancras borders on one side 
total acreage, is either owned by private | of Regent’s Park, and there is no district 
people, or enjoyed by associations of a/| in London where overcrowding is greater, 
semi-private or a semi-public character, | and no place where open spaces are more 
whichever way you put it. I venture to needed. I consider that the hon. Member 
say that, however expedient it may | for South St. Pancras has made out a very 
have been ninety years ago to have | strong case for this area being added to 
allowed twenty-four per cent. of the total | the park. Now I come to the owners. 
acreage of the park to be given to private | No injustice can be done to them, because 
individuals, a similar condition of things | eighty-five and ninety-three years ago the 
does not exist to-day, and that the pres-| then owners took the houses and the 
sure of population in St. Pancras, Isling- grounds on leasehold conditions. They 


Captain Jessel. 




















al 


ie Sete Se. Se eee 


i. me te eae os Oe eee 














853 Supply—Cwil 


{22 JUNE 1900} 





854 


Service Estimates. 


knew very well that when the leases{over eleven acres of his land in the 


expired they would have no claim upon 
the Government for an extension. What 
is more, I venture to say that the quietude 
and the enjoyment which the occupants 


have derived by ninety years occupancy | 


of houses so beautifully situated is all 
the compensation that can reasonably be 
expected. I should suggest that as the 
leases fall in the gardens and the houses 


should be added to the park for the | 


health and athletic advantages of the 
immediate neighbourhood. Some _ will 
ask, is there any reason for this ? 
first of these leases will fall in in ten 


years, and I shudder when I think what | 
the condition of St. Pancras will be inten | 


years if overcrowding continues as at 
resent. 
Woods and Forests Department to an- 
ticipate the still more crowded condition 
of St. Pancras which will prevail at that 
period by seeing that when these leases 


The | 
| Park. 


I believe it is the duty of the | 


expire the ground shall be added to the | 
park. One has noticed with great plea- | 


sure what the City Corporation has 
done for open spaces with regard to 
Epping Forest. Years ago people said 
that there were 6,000 acres of land in 


Epping Forest and that there was no one | 


near it. What have we 
The growth of population in the direction 
of Epping Forest has converted it into a 
place used to-day quite as much as Hyde 
Park, Battersea Park, or Kensington 
Gardens was used thirty years ago. So 
great is the demand on Epping Forest 
that we find Sir Edward Buxton and 
other public-spirited gentlemen _ still 
adding to the total acreage available 
to the public. 
public of Epping Forest is one of the 
finest acts every accomplished by the 
City Corporation. 
what Her Majesty has done. The Queen, 
very much to her credit, and I believe 
the people of London appreciate it, 
has handed Kensington Palace and 
grounds and Kew Cottage grounds 


over to the public, and also a house | 


in Greenwich Park for the advantage 
of the people in that neighbourhood. 
Wherever we go we see that parks whic 


were formerly the private property of the | 
Queen have been handed over by her to | 


the public. She has given increased 
access to her houses, castles, and private 
parks and gardens, which are still exclu- 
sively her own. We also find that the 
Archbishop of Canterbury has handed 


witnessed ? | 


The securing for the | 


| Lambeth Palace grounds to the London 
| County Council for the benefit of the poor 
children living in the slums of Lambeth. 
I congratulate the Queen and the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury upon doing these 
generous things. We also find the City 
Corporation vieing with the London 
County Council in providing open spaces 
for London, but the only people who are 
|not following the example of the Queen, 
the Archbishop, the City Corporation, and 
the London County Council are these nine 
or ten privileged leaseholders in Regent’s 
I wish the right hon. Gentleman 
would take a hint from the Member for 
South St. Pancras, and give these lease- 
holders notice that we do not intend to 
renew their leases. They are not wanted 
inside Regent’s Park, and I should say 
that the borders of the forest, or near 
Windsor Park, would better suit their 
temperament. We want this land in 
Regent’s Park for the general public and 
the children of the immediate neighbour- 
hood. The people have asked the Mem- 
ber for South St. Pancras to make this re- 
quest, and I cordially support him. When 
we find that the Brixton people themselves 
can raise £60,000 for the addition of 
forty-two acres to Brockwell Park, surely 
we ought, when we are able to do it by a 
mere movement of the pen, to give these 
leaseholders notice to terminate their 
leases, and thus add 129 more acres to one 
of the finest parks in London, which is not 
large enough, and which could be made 
larger by terminating the private privi- 
leges which have gone on too long, and 
which could be done without injustice to 
the tenants and much to the advantage of 


‘the people of St. Pancras and of London 


Take, for instance, | 


generally. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that this 


| particular source of revenue was not in 








the same position as other sources. The 
Woods and Forests and Crown lands were 
the remains of what was once the per- 
sonal property of the Sovereign, and at 
the beginning of every reign they returned 
to the Sovereign, when a fresh bargain 
had to be made, the Sovereign receiving 
the Civil List in return. It was a matter 
of bargain, and if at any time the 
Sovereign refused to make the bargain 
then all this property went back into the 
personal possession of the Sovereign. He 
only mentioned this to show that this 
particular property stood on an entirely 
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Majesty’s Ministers were simply trustees 


during the present reign, and it was | 
their duty to see that it was handed over | 
to the successor of the Queen. Therefore, | 
Her Majesty’s Ministers had not the same | 


free hand in the matter as they had in 
regard to other property, and they could 
only deal with these lands in a purely 
fiduciary character. There was one very 


peculiar feature about this Vote, and it | 


was that they were asked to vote £21,000 


for the expenses of the Office of Woods | 
and Forests, when there were really no ex- | 


penses at all. On the contrary, the State 
derived a revenue from these woods and 
forests. There was another remarkable 


feature ; the Office of Woods and Forests | 


was the only Department which was 
allowed to pay its own expenses, and 
hand over to the Treasury the balance. 
If hon. Members would turn to page 24 
of the Financial Statement, they would 
see a more or less detailed account of the 
revenues of the Office of Woods and 
Forests. The total revenue was £605,000 


up to 1899, and out of that they. 
property | 


retained £111,000. This 
was in an entirely different situation to 
any other property belonging to the 
State, and the revenue was treated diffe- 
rently. Now the Committee was called 
upon to vote £21,000. Out of the 
£111,000 retained they kept £15,000 for 
salaries, and in addition the Committee 
were called upon for this Vote to meet 
incidental expenses. 


CaptaAIN JESSEL said there was no 
wish that the Treasury should rob the 
Crown. What was desired was that they 
should not come to a decision yet, and 


that public bodies might know what) 


these lands would cost, and have an 
opportunity to buy. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that this | 
matter could not be dealt with in the | 


same spirit of generosity as might be 
exercised in other matters where un- 
fettered control existed. Here they were 
trustees for the Crown, and not only for 
the present possessors, but for future 
possessors. It had been said that some 
of this property had been sold at a very 
high price for the purpose of erecting 
public offices. But if anything less than 
the absolute full price had been exacted 
he should have complained. In regard to 
Regent’s Park, that question was capable 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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different footing to other property. Her | 
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of being treated with justice on both 
sides. He was sure that none of them 
desired to rob the Crown, but there were 
many difficulties connected with anything 
like generous treatment, on account of 
the position in which the property stood. 


Mr. BUCHANAN : I do not wish to 
go into the history of this Vote, which 
has been dealt with by my hon. friend 
the Member for King’s Lynn, but I wish 
to bring before the right hon. Gentle- 
man another question. England and 
Wales have their grievances on this Vote, 
and so has Scotland. It is a question 
which I have brought before the House 
/on several occasions, and it is that the 
Office of Woods and Forests have, within 
recent years, resumed the practice which 
this House got them to discontinue many 
years ago of selling Crown rights of 
salmon fishing in the sea off the coast of 
Scotland. The Office of Woods and 
Forests sold some time ago some Crown 
rights of salmon fishing on the west coast 
of Scotland. When the question was 
brought up in this House great pressure 
was put upon the Government, and the 
present First Lord of the Admiralty, who 
was then the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
agreed that this sale of the Crown rights 
of salmon fishing should be discontinued. 
That was in the year 1886, and for ten 
years onwards from that time none 


of these Crown rights of salmon 
fishing in the sea in _ Scotland 
were sold by the Office of 


Woods and Forests. I believe the legal 
rights in regard to salmon fishing in the 
sea are different in Scotland to what they 
are in England. If a Scotch fisherman 
catches a salmon in the sea it does not 
become his property, and if he brings it 
ashore he can be brought before the 
Court for having it in his possession. 
| The only public rights of salmon fishing 
in the sea off the coast of Scotland are 
those which remain in the Office of Woods 
| and Forests. Therefore, in Scotland, we 
‘are exceedingly jealous of parting defi- 
| nitely with any of these rights. We are not 
| averse to leasing those rights, as we have 
| donefrom year to year, but we have always 
steadfastly resisted any attempt to part 
| with those valuable public rights. When 
these sales were resumed in 1896 two 
|were sold, and last year two other 
| valuable rights were also parted with. 
| When I asked the question in this House 
‘I was told by the Secretary to the 
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Treasury, or some other representative 
of the Government, that those sales were 
of an exceptional nature. From further 
inquiries we gathered that the title to 
those rights was believed to be somewhat 
uncertain, but that is an argument which 
points in various directions. It might be 
argued that the Crown should not part 
with property to which there is an 
uncertain title, but what I want to urge 
is that there are substantial public rights 
involved to which great importance is 
attached in Scotland, and that they should 
not be absolutely parted with on any 
consideration whatever. They are public 
rights which we cherish very consider- 
ably, and we ought to have from the 
Office of Woods and Forests a fuller state- 
ment than we have hitherto obtained of 
the grounds upon which they have gone 
back upon the policy previously sanc- 
tioned by the Government. In order to 
bring the matter to a point I beg to move 
the reduction of this Vote by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £13,339, be 
granted for the said 
Buchanan.) 


Mr. HANBURY : This is not the first 


time that the hon. Member for East Aber- | 
deenshire has raised this question, for he | 


has put questions in the House more than 


once upon this subject, and the answer of | 
the Office of Woods and Forests is exactly | 


what the hon. Member has stated. They 


say that the Commissioners have parted | 
with no public rights in salmon fisheries | 


except in two or three cases where the 
public rights have been extremely doubt- 
ful. I understand that that is not denied 


by the hon. Member, but what he | 


seems to object to is the action of 
the Commissioners in parting with pro- 
perty as to the title to which there 
issome doubt. That appears to be the 


accept the statement of the Commissioners 
of Woods and Forests. The hon. Member 
for Flint has raised two questions. He 
first referred to the purchase of some 
mineral rights by an asylum authority in 
North Wales from the Commissioners of 
Woods and Forests, and he complains of 
the price. That price was, I think, £2 
an acre for about 220 acres, and he says 
that nothing ought to have been paid for 
those mineral rights, because they are 
worthless. In the opinion of the Chief 


{22 June 1900} 


| by the asylum authorities. 
| ence is not a very serious one, and what 
| was done by the Commissioners was done. 
/on the advice of their own mining 
| expert. 
| that of the afforestation of the hills 
‘in Wales. 
closed 
|are encountered 
that there are certain common rights 
iconnected with them, and unless the 
| whole of the common rights are bought 
| up it is impossible to do anything of an 


service.” —(Mr. | 
|opinion of the 
‘desirable to do some planting. I think 


‘for them. 
whole difference, but on this question we | 
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(Inspector of Minerals there was at any 
|rate a possibility that there might be 
}minerals there of some value, and the 
| asylum authorities themselves offered the 
‘sum of £400 for these very mineral 
rights. Therefore, the difference on 
| which the hon. Member raises this ques- 
|tion is one merely of £44 between the 
| price charged by the Commissioners of 
| Woods and Forests and the price offered 
That. differ- 


The other point raised is 
With regard to the unen- 
lands very serious difficulties 
owing to the fact 


effective nature. With regard to the 
enclosed portions, most of them are lands 
which pay much better under tillage than 
they would under timber. But no doubt 
there are certain portions where, in the 
Commissioners, it is 


that only within the last six months they 
have purchased three farms in Merioneth- 
shire for the purpose, and so far as is 
possible the suggestion of the hon. Mem- 
ber will be followed. I come now to the 
question raised by my hon. friend the 
Member for South St, Pancras and the 
hon. Member for Battersea. I was glad 
to hear the statement made by my hon. 


friend behind me in the shape of an inter- 


ruption during the speech of the hon. 
Member for King’s Lynn. I gathered 
from his first statement that he was 
anxious that the Crown lands in Regent’s 


| Park should be devoted to public local 


purposes, without any price being paid 
I now understand that 
that is not his view. If you take 
this land in MRegent’s Park and 
say that the enclosed portion shall be 
| thrown open to the public, that would be 
| finding an additional park for a certain 
' portion of London at the cost of the tax- 
payer, and that is a policy which we 
| deliberately refused to adopt some years 
|ago. Certain parks which had been up 
|to that period maintained at the cost of 
‘the taxpayer have now fallen upon the 
local ratepayer, and I do not quite know 
why the district surrounding Regent's 
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Park should be made any exception to 
that rule. Even Battersea Park is now a 
charge upon the local rates and not upon 
the general taxpayer. After all, what is 
the history of Regent’s Park? It shows 
that it is not a Royal park in the sense 
that Hyde Park is a Royal park. It 
does not come under the Act of 1810, 
and it is entirely in the same position as 
the property of the ordinary Crown 
lands, and that being so, of course it has 
to be treated on exactly the same prin- 
ciple. It is only right that the Crown 
should derive revenue from these lands. 
It is said that a certain portion of 
Regent’s Park has been for some time 
thrown open to the public, and it seems 
to be argued that on this account the 
remainder of the property should also be 
thrown open to the public. As a matter 
of fact it is only within the present 
century, at any rate, that the public have 
had the right of entry upon any por- 
tion of it whatever; and with regard 
to the remainder, no portion which is now 
enclosed and leased to private holders 
was ever, so far as I understand it, open 
to the public. 
entirely fresh demand in respect to Crown 


{COMMONS} 
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missioners to see how far, without detri- 
ment to the revenue of the Crown, the 
public might have more access to certain 
| portions of Regent’s Park. With regard 
| to the Zoological Gardens, I think it will be 
| generally admitted that the throwing open 
| 
| of those gardens conferred a great benefit, 
‘and the public derive great advantage 
from this privilege. In the case of the 
| Botanical Gardens, I understand that the 
| lease will come to an end very shortly— 
whether next year or the year after I am 
not quite sure. I think—and it is also 
|the view of the Commissioners—that 
steps should be taken to see that the 
public have more interest in that institu- 
tion in the future than they have had in 
| the past. Hitherto these gardens have 
' been closed to the public altogether, and 
| Ido not think that the public have had the 
|right of admission to them even upon 
| payment. I think it would be only a fair 
|condition in any new lease which is 
/granted that admission should be per- 
mitted to the public upon the payment of 
a reasonable sum upon two or three days 
/in each week. 





So that the present is an_) 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 





lands which have never been open to the | Boroughs): I regret that the right hon. 
public to be thrown open to the public | Gentleman found it nezessazy to defend 
in future. Of course that would raise | the action of the Commissioners of Woods 
very serious difficulties between the tax-| and Forests with reference to the case of 
payers and the Crown. The hon. Mem-| the North Wales Lunatic Asylum. It is 
ber for King’s Lynn has stated with|not a question of their exacting the 
perfect correctness what is the history of | market value of this particular plot of 
the arrangement between the Crown and | ground, because if it went on the market 
the public with regard to these lands, | I do not suppose they would ever get a 
and it is in the interests of the | penny for the mineral rights. They dis- 
public that revenue should be derived | covered that the asylums committee were 
from Crown lands. The point raised by | under the necessity of obtaining this land, 
my hon. friend is, I think, a fair one. He! and they took advantage of a public 
does not say that these lands ought to be | necessity in order to exact a sum of money 
given to the public, or the local public, greater than the value of the land. I can- 
without any consideration being paid, and | not take the view of the hon. Member for 
he admits that a fair price ought to be | King’s Lynn that in any case the Commis- 
paid. -I understand his argument to be} sioners ought to administer the land 
that in the choice of tenants preference | under their control as if it were a private 
should be given to local authorities, or to | es:ate. That is taking a too narrow and 
tenants of a more or less public and | selfish view of their functions. But they 
representative character. With regard to | have' gone beyond what might be ex- 
the houses and grounds surrounding| pected of a private individual by 
Regent’s Park, that question does | taking advantage of the necessity of 
not now arise, because none of these|a public institution to exact a large 
leases will fall in before the year/sum of money from a public institution. 
1916, or between 1916 and 1930.|I regret that the right hon. Gentleman 
I have certainly heard of no attempt) has found it necessary to defend such a 
being made to extend those leases. I} spirit. I must say, however, that there 
think, however, when we do get the | has been a great improvement within the 
opportunity it will be wise for the Com- | last few years in the manner in which the 


Mr. Hanbury. 
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Commissioners have met the local authori- | difficulty in acquiring land for experiment. 
ties in Wales, and I regret that they | Surely that is not the case. Any number 
departed from that line of action when | of these sheep walks are in the market 
they came to deal with the North Wales | year after year, and in such cases not 


Asylum Committee. With regard to the 
statement that the sum of £400 had been 
offered by the committee, I can hardly 
think that that is the case. I think the 
right hon. Gentleman must have been 
misinformed, because I hold a copy of a 
letter written by the clerk to the com- 


mittee in July, 1898, in which he states | 


that the mineral rights were merely 
nominal in value, and as far as I can 
ascertain the committee did not make 
any offer at all. Any offer that was made 
was made in the course of negotiations. 
Possibly the Commissioners said, “ We 
will accept £500,” and the committee 
might have then said, “We will give 
£400.” The right hon. Gentleman is not 
quite entitled to make use of that as 
if it were an assessment of value 
by the North Wales Asylum Committee. 
Of course, they may have said, “If you 
insist on it we will offer £400,” but not 


because they valued the mineral rights at: | 


£400. Quite the reverse; they valued 
them at nothing at all. 


is to protest against the manner in which 


the Woods and Forests Commissioners 
have thought fit to administer public 
property. With reference to re-afforesta- 
tion, it is perfectly true, as the right hon. 
Gentleman said, that common rights are 
one of the greatest difficulties that the 
Commissioners have to encounter in 


All we can do! 


; merely the land, but the commo: rights 
, could be acquired. If the Commissioners 
| of Woods and Forests were really deter- 
/ mined to make experiments there would 
be no difficulty in getting land. They have 
large revenues, and it is a great pity that 
they do not undertake experiments of this 
character. They are the only Government 
| Department that can make these experi- 
ments, and I hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman will press them to be a little 
more bold in these experiments. I know 
they have tried something on one farm in 
Merionethshire, but it is on such a small 
scale that it is really not worth taking it 
into account. I think the country would 
| back them up in making experiments on 
| a larger scale. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: The right 
hon. Gentleman has stated that the North 
Wales Lunatic Asylums Committee 
offered a sum of £400 to the Woods 
and Forests Department. I must say I 
have never heard of any such offer. It 
may have been made in the course of 
negotiations, and under considerable 
pressure. I would refer the right hon. 
Gentleman to the correspondence. On 
the 7th July, 1898, the clerk to the com- 
mittee, referring to the interview which 
|the chairman of the committee and I 
| had with the Commissioners of Woods 


trying to carry out this idea of re-affores-| and Forests on the 4th of July, laid 
tation, and [ am very much afraid before the Commissioners some of the 
nothing can be done to remove it without | grounds on which the committee be- 
legislation. I cannot discuss that question | lieved that the minerals in the area pro- 
now, but there ought to be no difficulty | posed to be conveyed were merely of 
in carrying through a short Act of Parlia-| nominal value. Certainly at the time 
ment to deal with this particular subject. | no offer of £400 had been made. 
It is a matter of considerable importance. | 
The right hon. Gentleman suggested that Mr. HANBURY: The statement 
this land could very often be put to, which has been placed in my hands is, I 
better use. |am bound to say, by no means explicit 
/on the matter, but I will get the informa- 
Mr. HANBURY : I said a little of it. | tion for the hon. Member. I under- 
| stood shat it was a perfectly voluntary 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: This land is offer on the part of the committee. 
absolutely worthless for tilling purposes, | 
but it is admirable for re-afforestation. I| Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I think it is 


cannot help thinking that if the Commis- | 


sioners were to make experiments in this 
direction they would‘confer great benefits, 
not merely on Wales, but on the whole 


impossible that that could be, because in 
the letter to which I have referred the 
committee set forth in detail their objec- 
tions to paying anything but a nominal 


country. The right hon. Gentleman sum for the mineral rights, which they 
seemed to think that there was some contended were practically valueless. The 
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right hon. Gentleman has quoted from the | on him. Then, again, 271 acres were 
report of the mineral agent, but I wish | leased at £1 per acre, and 161 acres at 
we had definite information from him or | £5 per acre. The North Wales coast is 
from someone else as to the value of these | becoming more valuable year by year. 
mineral rights. The right hon. Gentleman | Watering places are springing up along 
did not say a single word in contraven- | the coast, and, in fact, one may look for- 
tion of the reasons urged why no charge | ward to the time when the coast will be 
should be made for them. The only |a continuous row of houses. The 
minerals possible in that district are lead, | foreshore will continue to become 
flags, and stone, and any mineral expert|more and more valuable, and [ 
can satisfy himself that there is no lead, | would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
no flags that would pay to work, no build-| what is the policy of the Woods and 
ing stone and no road stone of any value. | Forests Department with regard to these 
What we want is some evidence that | leases of the foreshore. Do they invari- 
these mineral rights are of any value at | ably offer the leases by public auction, or 
all. So far that evidence has not been | do they treat with individuals privately ? 
forthcoming, and I shall have great plea- | When they are dealing with public 
sure in supporting, though for a different | authorities do they exact the utmost 
reason, the reduction which has been | farthing of what they can obtain by 
moved by my hon. friend to this Vote, | competition in the open market? When 
although I should be glad, were it possible, | an individual offers to take a lease 
to make a separate and independent |of a portion of the foreshore from 
protest in reference to this particular case. | the Commissioners is notice given 
The correspondence shows that the|to the nearest local authority in 
Woods and Forests Department insisted in | order that they may be able to make a 
a most peremptory way on an immediate | bid for the land in the interest of the 
answer. The Asylums Committee were | public? It is most important, as I need 
given a month to decide, and feeling that | not remind the Committee, that foreshore 
they were absolutely and entirely in the |land should be very carefully dealt with, 
hands of the Woods and Forests Depart- | and in the event of the local authority 
ment they had no option but to comply | requiring any portion the Department 
with a request which they regarded as | should have no hesitation in dealing with 
most unreasonable, and which was not| them generously, having regard to the 
supported by any evidence whatever. I | objects they have in view. On the 
have been given to understand outside the | other hand, if the Department 
House that this charge was based on a|are dealing with a private individual 
precedent of a similar charge in some|they should see that the utmost 
other part of Wales. It is, of course, | possible value is received for the land. 
quite possible that in that part of Wales | Since the year 1881 up toa comparatively 
the charge may have been perfectly justi-| recent date the Woods and Forests 
fiable, but in this particular district the | Department have sold property in Wales 
committee of the lunatic asylum have | to the value of £151,000. It is quite 
been obliged to pay £444 for rights | possible it would have been better if the 
which are absolutely valueless. In| Department had kept that property in 
fifty years that sum with compound} hand. The value of the property they 
interest will amount to about £2,000, and | have purchased, not including the three 
by that time it will be found that the | farms to which the right hon. Gentleman 
mineral rights are as valueless as they are | has just referred, and which have been 
now. There are one or two questions [| recently acquired, amounts only to 
desire to ask the right hon. Gentleman | £2,000, so that practically the Woods 
with regard to the policy of the Woods | and Forests Department have received 
and Forests Department in relation to| £150,000 more from Wales than they 
leases of foreshore. The Report of the | have invested in Wales. That being the 
Committee issued in 1887 showed that | case I venture to say we have a very 
these leases had been granted to indi-| strong claim indeed in insisting that the 
viduals at comparatively small rejts. | Department should reinvest this sum of 
For instance, 333 acres were let for £3 | £150,000 in the reafforestation of the 
per acre. Of course I cannot blame the | Welsh hills. That is a fair and just 
present Chief Commissioner for these | demand, and I would ask the right hon. 
rents, and J am not in any way reflecting | Gentleman to take it into consideration 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 
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with the other matters to which I have 
alluded. With regard to the three farms 
which the right hon. Gentleman said had 
been acquired by the Department, [ 
would ask him whether they have been 
acquired for the purpose of planting * 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes, Sir. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: What is 


their acreage 4 
Mr. HANBURY: I cannot tell that. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will be 
able to tell us when the Vote is next 
under consideration. I would specially 
direct the attention of the right hon. 
Gentleman to the important question I 
have ventured to raise with reference to 
the granting of foreshore leases to indi- 
yiduals, and that no leases should be 
granted without the consent of the local 
authorities. I thank the Committee for 
the patience and attention with which 
they have listened to my remarks, and I 
hope when the Vote is again under con- 
sideration the right hon. Gentleman will 
be able to give us a more satisfactory 
statement with reference to the case of 
the North Wales Lunatic Asylum Com- 
mittee. It is too bad that a public insti- 
tution should be charged such a large 
sum for mineral rights which are practi- 
cally worthless. There is a very strong 
feeling in North Wales on this subject, 
and the Welsh Members deeply regret 
the attitude which the right hon. Gentile- 
man has assumed towards it. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I desire to call attention to the sale of 
salmon fishing rights in Scotland. In one 
ease the rights were sold for £50, which, 
as everyone knows, must have been a very 
poor fishery indeed. It was hardly worth 
the while of the Government—— 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
day next ; Committee also report Pro- 
gress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


POST OFFICE SITES [EXPENSES]. 
Resolution reported— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided 


VOL. LXXXIV. [FourtH SeEris.] 


{22 JUNE 1900} 


Then I: 


Estimates, 866 
by Parliament, of all sums payable by 
the Postmaster General under any Act of 
the present session to enable Her Majesty’s 
Postmaster General to acquire Lands for 
the Public Service, and of all expenses in- 
curred in carrying into effect the Pro- 
visions of such Act.” 


; Resolution agreed to. 


SUPPLY [19rH JUNE]. 
Resolutions reported :— 
ARMY ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£10,000,000, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Transport and 
Remounts, which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1901.” 


2. “That « sum, not exceeding 
£13,100,000, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Provisions, 
Forage, and other Supplies, which will 
come in course of payment during the 
year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£4,680,000, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Clothing Estab- 
lishments and Services, which will come 
in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901.” 


*Mr. CHANNING: On this resolution 
I regret I shall have to offer some obser- 








vations, because unfortunately I was 
unaware that the Votes would have been 
run through so quickly on Tuesday. 
Therefore I must apologise to the House 
for now offering some observatiens on 
behalf of the district I represent on this 
resolution. We are all aware, from letters 
which have reached this country from the 
front, of the complaints—I hope the 
exaggerated complaints—with reference 
to the failure of the boots supplied to the 
troops. I certainly hope that some of 
these letters were of a picturesque 
character, and did not really represent 
the average conditions. I wish, however 


as representing a district very largely 
concerned in this question, to draw atten- 
tion to the reply given by the hon. 


2H 
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Member opposite to my hon. friend inventiveness should be encouraged in 
the Member for Leicester, who also repre- order that boots of different types might 
sents a district which is interested in be obtained which would be suited to the 
this question, in which the hon. Mem- various climates and conditions in which 
ber stated that the boots supplied by the | our Army is compelled to carry out its 
regular Army contractors had shown no | operations. I complain, on behalf of the 
more than the usual average of defects | trade in my own constituency, of the un- 
which caused the rejection of a small pro-| readiness of the War Office, and their 
portion. But, Sir, it is perfectly notorious | action in rushing to India in order to 
that in the case of the boots supplied | provide boots for two army corps. At 
to the Yeomanry and the Volunteers it | the time this order was sent to India 
was found necessary, apparently, to go | rather less contracts than usual had been 
outside the regularArmy contractors, and | given in Northamptonshire, and it was 
to obtain supplies from slop shops and only in January that orders were sent 
middlemen which were of an exceedingly ' down, when it became necessary to make 
unsatisfactory kind. One of these firms, further provision, and after there had 
—Messrs. Suamuel—have been struck off been considerable complaint as _ to 
the list of Army contractors. Ithink we, going to India for a supply of 
and all interested in the Yeomanry and boots. I am _ assured by experts 
Volunteers have a right to insist that; that the action of the War Office 
they should be looked after as well as the in obtaining these boots from India was 
Regular troops, and that the War Office | exceedingly injudicious, because Indian 
should take over in a systematic way the boots had failed to a very large extent in 
supply of boots to them. I desire especially | the Soudan campaign. ‘The boots which 
to complain of the War Oftice for not , really stood the hard wear of the campaign 
having an adequate supply of boots, and | in the Soudan were supplied by Northamp- 
for having been, therefore, compelled to ' ton manufacturers, and were specially 
have recourse to manufacturers in India, made with wiring and screws. I am 
whose boots were not tested as the boots assured that the leather used for the 
supplied by the regular British contractors Indian boots is very thin.and is inferior 
are tested in the Pimlico department. The in tanning to the leather used in this 
hon. Gentleman opposite has complained country. The Indian leather might be 
that the hand-sewn industry was dying used for uppers in this country, but no 
away in this country, but after several one would ever dream of using it for the 
conferences with both manufacturers and soles of boots intended for hard wear. It 
artisans in that industry, I must say that seems to me that the failure of the boots 
the Government, and especially the War described in many of the soldiers’ letters. 
Office, have been very short-sighted in from the front may be due to the fact that 
their treatment of the hand-sewn industry. they were taken from the Indian stores 
They cannot expect this industry to be instead of being strong, well-fitted boots, 
kept up, in the face of the rise in price suitable for rough wear in a_ diffi- 
of materials and wages, without sufficient cult country like South Africa. It 
inducements both to the manufacturers, was stated by the War Office, 
and the workmen. A complaint was, when the first protest was made 
I believe, made by Lord Roberts as , against the use of boots from India, that 
to certain patterns and types of boots that was done because it was not possible 
being too stiff and uncomfortable | to meet all the requirements in the time 
for the troops. I wish to point out that | from the resources of the home trade, and 
the real responsibility rests with the | that no question of money influenced the 
clothing department at Pimlico. It is} transaction. I do not think that that 
known to the House that manufacturers | explanation can be accepted as quite 
are bound down by specifications and regu- | satisfactory. Iam assured that all the 
lationswhich compel them toproduce boots boots required could easily have been 
of a certain design, and these boots are | supplied by British manufacturers. 1 
never rejected by the clothing department | have already pointed out that a smaller 
because of the design, which in fact has , number of contracts than usual was given 
been determined by themselves. I think it out in theautumn, although war was immi- 
is high time that there should be a depart- | nent, and it was not until later that larger 
mental inquiry into these matters, and | contracts were issued. Some complaint 
that greater elasticity in designs and more | was made that the manufacturers had 


Mr. Channing. 
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asked too large a price, but the price off THt UNDERSECRETARY orSTATE 
leather had risen upwards of 20 per cent. | ror WAR (Mr. WynpHAM, Dover): We 
and labour had also risen, and the manu-| haye now had the advantage of hearing 


facturers were accordingly entitled to “| the speech which the hon. Gentleman. was 


ble increase in price. It was ? plau 
Ceehied by the hon S Meuher she _ unavoidably prevented from delivering on 


Financial Secretary to the War Office | Tuesday last, and I feel I can best con- 

that the Indian boots were bought at sult the wishes of hon. Members by 

about the lowest price paid for English making a very brief reply. The hon. 

boots, and accordingly a considerable, Member expressed his concern as to 

saving was effected by the trans- | reports regarding the failure of the boots 

action. I would not complain of/ supplied to the troops, but in a report 

that if the boots were equal to English | received from Sir Redvers Buller on 13th 

boots, but when we are assured by experts | March he stated that, on the whole, he 

that these boots were much inferior and | considered that the clothing and equip- 

were not suitable for active service in a| ment of the men had worn well, and that 

rough country, I think the responsibility | that was especially the case as regards the 
was very considerable and the policy of | boots, which had been subjected to an 

saving very unsatisfactory. I should like | exceptionally hard tzst, owing to con- 

to ask how it was that this country was stant wear and the stony nature of the 

not provided with a sufficient supply of country in which the operations took 

boots for this campaign, and that India place. The hon. Member next expressed 

had such a large stock ready. That seems | his regret that we had not an adequate 

very extraordinary. [Several HON. | supply of boots at the beginning ot the 
Members: Divide, divide!] If hon., war. We have sent to South Africa over 
Members are impatient they should 200,000 men, and in addition to the 
remember I represent one of the districts | boots the men took with them, we have 
chiefly interested in this industry. I | sent out 374,000 pairs of boots. I have. 
would ask the Financial Secretary to the | listened to many debates in this House, 
War Office how far the statement in the | but I have never heard it suggested that 
Shoe and Leather Record, to the effect that we should keep 500,000 pairs of boots as 
there was no question that all the boots |a precaution against the possibility of 
required could have been supplied by the warlike operations. In buying Army 
county of Northampton, and that two- | boots there were three things to be con- 
pence per pair was the actual amount which | sidered—excellence of material, expedition 
divided the parties, represents the facts. in delivery, and cost. The cost comes. 
These Indian boots were not subjected to last, and promptness in delivery comes- 
any of the tests applied to English boots, first, and I will not apologise for one 
and I think it is only reasonable to insist moment because we did order 60,000 
that when the War Office is compelled to | pairs of boots from India. It is not true 
have recourse to outside sources similar that those boots were not inspected. 
tests should be imposed. The Govern- They were taken from stores in India and 
ment ought to have had a sufficient sup- were all inspected before being stored. 
ply available, and failing that, they ought They were the boots worn during the 
at least to have made sure that the boots mountainous campaign in the Tirah, and 
obtained to make up the deficiency so far from being condemned during the 
should be submitted to the same tests as | operations on the Nile, they were specially 
English boots. In conclusion, it seems to! praised by Lord Kitchener after the 
me to be plainly the duty of the War | campaign. Since we ordered these boots 
Office to conduct an inquiry into the best from India we have ordered 550,000 
type of boot for our troops, and that they | pairs in England. I think the House 
should also institute some intelligible and | will feel I have already trespassed two 
workable system of securing an adequate | long on its time in discussing this matter. 
and satisfactory supply of boots for all | 

branches—the Yeomanry and Volunteers | Resolution agreed to. 

as well as the Regular troops—in order | 

that the scandals we have heard of inthe 4. “That a sum, not exceeding 
present campaign should be impossible in | £8,000,000, be granted to Her Majesty, 
the future, and that contractors who en- | to defray the Charge for the Supply and 
gage in this work shouldbe given fair | Repair of Warlike and other Stores, 
treatment. which will come in course of payment 
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during the year ending on the 31st day of 
March, 1901.” 


5. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£2,670,700, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for the Staff for 
Engineer Services, and Expenditure for 
Royal Engineer Works, Buildings, and | 
Repairs at Home and Abroad (including 
Purchases), which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
3Ist day of March, 1901. 

6. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£113,800, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
defray the Charge for Establishments for 
Military Education, which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1901.” 


7. “That asum, not exceeding £66,900, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to defray the 
Charge for Sundry Miscellaneous Effective 
Services, which will come in course of , 
payment during the year ending on the | 
31st day of March, 1901.” 


8. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,611,000, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Retired Pay, 
Half-Pay, and other Non-Effective Charges | 
for Officers and others, which will come 
in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901.” 


9. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,379,000, be granted to Her Majesty, 
to defray the Charge for Chelsea and 
Kilmainham Hospitals and the In-Pen- 
sioners thereof, of Out-Pensions, of the 
Maintenance of Lunatics for whom: 
Pensions are not drawn, and of Gratui- 
ties awarded in Commutation and in lieu 
of Pensions, of Rewards for Meritorious 
Services, of Victoria Cross Pensions, and 
of Pensions to the Widows and Children 
of Warrant Officers, etc., which will come 
in course of payment during the year | 
ending on the 31st day of March, 1901.” 


10. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£186,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
defray the Charge for Superannuation, 
Compensation, and Compassionate Allow- 
ances and Gratuities, which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1901.” 


Adjournment of 


Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEparr- | 
MENTS EsTIMATEs, 1900-190]. 


Crass VI. 
1l. “That a 


not exceeding 
£284,058, be granted to Her Majesty, to | 


sum, 
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complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 


: ment during the year ending on the 31st 


day of March, 1901, for Superannuation, 
Compensation, and Compassionate Allow- 
ances and Gratuities under sundry 
Statutes for Compassionate Allowances 
and Gratuities awarded by the Treasury, 
and for the Salaries of Medical Referees.” 


12. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,800, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending cn the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for certain Pensions 
to Masters and Seamen of the Merchant 
and to their Widows and 


Children.” 


13. “That a sum, not exceeding £725, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 


during the year ending on the 31st day 


of March, 1901, for certain Miscellaneous, 
Charitable, and other Allowances.” 


Crass VII. 


14. “That a sum, net exceeding 
£9,452, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 


‘day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 


other Expenses of Temporary Commis- 
‘ : era 
sions, Committees, and Special Inquiries. 


15. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,370, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 


day of March, 1901, for certain Miscel- 


laneous Expenses.” 


16. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£1,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray 
the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 
31st day of March, 1901, for a Grant in 


| Aid of the Expenses of the Royal Com- 


mission for the British Section at the 


Paris International Exhibition, 1900.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


Adjourned at half after Twelve 
of the clock, till Monday next. 
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NEW PEER. 
| The Right Hon. Sir Peter O’Brien, 
| Baronet, Lord Chief Justice of Ireland, 


| having been created Baron O’Brien of 
| Kilfenora in the county of Clare—was 
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{ 
| 
| 


LORD INCHIQUIN. 


Report made from the Lord Chan- | 
cellor that the right of Lucius William, | 
Baron of Inchiquin, to vote at the elec- | 
tions of Representative Peers for Ireland | 
has been established to the satisfaction of | 
the Lord Chancellor ; read, and ordered | 


to lie on the Table. | 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


COMMISSION. 
The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent :— 


. Public Health (Ireland). 
. Uganda Railway. 
. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 1). 
. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 3). 
. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4). 
. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 5). 
. Rhymney Iron Company. 
. Church’s Patent. 
. Otley Urban 
Water. 
. Cork, Bandon, and South Coast 
Railway. 
. Higham Ferrers Water. 
2. Cleethorpes Gas. 
. Dundee Harbour. 
. London, Brighton, 
Coast Railway. 
. Governments Stock and other 
Securities Investment Company. 
. Southport Water. 
. Hastings Harbour. 
. Maidenhead Gas. 
. Glastonbury Corporation Gas. 
2%. Manchester Ship Canal. 
21. Central London Railway. 
. Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board. 
. Dorking Water. 
. Fishguard Water and Gas. 
. Menstone Water (Transfer). 
26. Newport Corporation. 
27. Newtown and _ Lilanllwchaiarn 
Urban District Gas. 


District Council 


and South 


| (in the usual manner) introduced. 
SAT FIRST. 
The Earl of Londesborough sat first 
in Parliament after the death of his 
father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
| House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
| had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
‘from the Examiners that the further 
| Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 

Christchurch and Bournemouth Tram- 
ways. 

Blackpool, St. Anne’s, and Lytham 
Tramways. 

British Gas Light Company (Stafford- 
shire Potteries). 

Rickmansworth and Uxbridge Valley 
Water. 

Lancaster Corporation. 

St. David’s Railway Abandonment. 

West Bromwich Corporation. 


| And also the Certificates that the Stand- 

|ing Orders applicable to the following 

Bills have been complied with :— 

' Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Gas). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 5). 

The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


| 
| 


GREAT BERKHAMPSTEAD WATER 
BILL [H.1.]. 
MOTHERWELL WATER BILL [H.1.]. 
Commong Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


AIRDRIE, COATBRIDGE, AND DIS- 
TRICT WATER TRUST BILL. 
Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 





28. Cowes Pier. * 
29. Great Central Railway. 
VOL. LXXXIV. [FourtH SErizs. | 


drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
‘Table. The orders made on the 30th of 


21 
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April and 28th of May last discharged ; 
and Bill committed for To-morrow. 


WOLVERHAMPTON GAS BILL. 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL [H.L.]. 
WOODBRIDGE DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 


WAY BILL. 


LONDON AND SAN FRANCISCO BANK 
BILL [H.L.]. 


HAMMOND (G. H.) COMPANY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


“CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL 
[H.L.]. 


Reported with Amendments. 


LATIMER ROAD AND ACTON RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


Reported with an Amendment. 
HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL. AND 
WISHAW TRAMWAYS BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


AIRDRIE AND COATBRIDGE TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


PROVISIONAL 
(LONDON) 


EDUCATION BOARD 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.L.]. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House To- 
morrow. 


LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 

Read 2%, and committed. The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


ST. ALBANS WATER BILL. 


Read 2%, and committed. 


LONDON AND NORTH*WESTERN 
RAILWAY (WALES) BILL. 
DEVONPORT CORPORATION BILL. 

Yead 2%, and committed. The Commit- 
tees to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection. 


MORECAMBE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL (GAS) BILL. 


Read 3*, and passed. 





{LORDS} 
{SOUTH EASTERN 


hegoneca Amendments made; Standing 
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AND LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS 
BILL [H.L.]. 


WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT §10C 
COUNCIL BILL [#.1.]. 


Business. 













Read 34, and passed, and sent to the H 
Commons. Orde 
ment 
BELFAST AND COUNTY DOWN and | 
RAILWAY BILL. 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY (IRE. § LOC: 
LAND) BILL. \ 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; § LOC. 
and referred to the Examiners. 
Ho 
BIRMINGHAM (KING EDWARD THE §@ Orde 
SIXTH) SCHOOLS BILL [1.1.}. Rows 
teturned from the Commons agreed to, § Amer 
with Amendments. The said Amendments 
considered, and agreed to. LOCA 
LEE CONSERVANCY BILL. LOCA 
Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Earl of Rosse be proposed to the § Hor 
House as a Member of the Select Com- § Order 
mittee on the said Bills in the place of § ment ; 
the Lord Ribblesdale, and that the fand B: 
Earl of Rosse be Chairman of the said 
Committee ; read and agreed to. WATE 
READING CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS) A 
BILL. me 
Order) 
WELLINGBOROUGH AND DISTRICT 
TRAMROADS BILL. . 
METR 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL J (PET 
POWERS) BILL. BILL 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL-§ Read 
FIELDS MARKET) BILL. passed. 
WOLVERHAMPTON, ESSINGTON, AND GAS PI 
CANNOCK CHASE JUNCTION RAIL 
WAY BILL. 
PIER | 
NORTH METROPOLITAN RAILWAY OR] 
AND CANAL BILL. B 
rou, 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. to be pr 
Report from the Committee of Selee- and to | 
tion, That the Earl of Dartrey be pr Balfour. 
posed to the House as a member of the Lo 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the ‘on 
place of the Lord Carysfort (£. Cary- 
fort) ; read, and agreed to. LOCAL 
ORD 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONALLOCAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [H.1.]. ORDEE 
Broug 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATIOMtO be pri 
(No. 1) BILL [H.1.]. and to b 


House in Committee (according tarris.) 





876 


DON, 
PAYS 


> the 
WN 
(IRE. 


d 1¢; 


THE 
; 
ed to, 
ments 


ction, 
to the 
Com- 
ice of 
+ the 
e said 


V AYS) 
RICT 

FERAL 
-ITAL- 


, AND 
RAIL- 


sWAY 


f Selee- 
be pro 
r of the 
; in. the 


Cary 


SIONAL 
J}. 






817 Poor Removal {25 June 1900} Bill. 878 
Committee negatived; the Report of RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Amendments to be received To-morrow. 

CERTIFIED INEBRIATE REFORMA- 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- TORIES (REGULATIONS FOR MAN- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. AGEMENT). 

House in Committee (according to| Regulations made with the approval of 
Order). Bill reported without Amend-| the Home Secretary for the management 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ;| and discipline of the Farmfield Certified 
and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. | Inebriate Reformatory, Charlwood, near 

| Horley : Laid before the House (pursuant 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO-| to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
VISIUNAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. _| Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. | 





House in Committee (according to | NEW BILL. 

Order). Amendments made; Standing ree 

Committee negatived; the Report of COLONIAL STOCK BILL [H...]. 
Amendments to be received To-morrow. | A Bil to amend the Colonisl Stock 


Acts, 1877 and 1892, and the Trustee 
LOCAL GOVE tNMENT PROVISIONAL | Act, 1893—was presented by the Lord 
ORDERS (MO. 2) Bid. Chancellor ; read 1%; and to be printed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | (No. 122.) 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. fees oneeaoe 
House in Committee (according to 


Order). Bills reported without Amend- | MILITIA BALLOT BILL [u.t.]. 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ;| Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
and Bills to be read 3¢ to-morrow. | ing read. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL | | THE Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
[H.L.]. |I had hoped to-day to move the Second 

Amendments reported (according to | Reading of what really 18 the Govern- 
Order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. | ment’s Militia Ballot Bill, which stands 
|in my name; but this morning I was 


METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME | 28Ked, on behalf of Members of your 


(PETERSHAM) PROVISIONAL ORDER | Lordships’ House who take great interest 
BILL. | in this and similar questions, to put it off, 


Read 3¢ (according to Order), and| 20d I have agreed to postpone it fora 
passed. | week. I hope this adjournment will not 
| be inconvenient. to your Lordships, but I 
GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. | 40 not think I can do other than post- 


(No. 123.) | pone it under the circumstances. But I 
MER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL | can give your Lordships this assurance, 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. (No. 124.) ~° | that if I- am alive on this day week I 


Brought from the Commons; read 1*;| shall move the Second Reading of the 
to be printed ; referred to the Examiners ; | Bill, because I fully recognise the import- 
and to be read 2 To-morrow.—(The Lord | ance of the question, and, if the noble 
Balfour.) Marquess will allow me to say so, 

the fatuous futility of his emergency 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | measures. 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. (No. 125.) | 


LOCAL_GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | oe O"4 , Reading, | by leave of the 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. (No. 198.) | 4°08, put off to Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. (No. 127.) 








[ATION 


ling W 


standing 








POOR REMOVAL BILL. 


to be printed ; referred to the Examiners ; | | setulae 

ind to be read 2* To-morrow.—(The Lord| Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
darris.) ing read. 

212 


Brought from the Commons; read 14; | 











879 Union of Benefices Act, 


Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, this Bill, 
which has passed through the House of 
Commons, has for its object the removal 
of a grievance which has been long felt in 
Ireland. In Ireland there is no law of 
settlement in force, and persons born in 
England or Scotland who are resident in 
Ireland, and find it necessary to apply for 
relief, cannot under any circumstances be 
removed to Great Britain. On the other 
hand, persons born in Ireland to whom 
relief has been given in England or Scot- 
land might, under certain conditions, be 
removed to Ireland, notwithstanding that 
they had been for a long while resident 
in Great Britain. The existing law has 
for many years given rise to complaints 
by the Irish Membersand others. In the 
case of Scotland, the grievance has been 
removed by the Poor Law (Scotland) Act, 
1898. Under the existing law in England 
a person born in Ireland who resides con- 
tinuously for a term of three years in any 
parish without receiving relief acquiresa set- 
tlement in that parish, and if a person who 
applies for relief has resided in a poor-law 
union continuously for one year imme- 
diately preceding his application without 
having received relief, he cannot be re- 
moved if he applies for relief in that 
union. If, however, he applies for relief 
ina union in which he has not resided 
continuously for such twelve months, he 
may be removed to the union in which he 
is settled, and in default of a settlement 
may be transhipped to Ireland. The 
only cases in which there would seem to 
be hardship under the present law are 
those in which a person born in Ireland 
has passed a number of years in England 
without acquiring a settlement, and has 
not resided continuously for a year in the 
union in which he is resident when he re- 
quires relief. This hardship will be 
removel by the provision in Clause 1 (1) 
of the Bill, which will enact that a person 
who has resided continuously for five 
years in England shall not be removable 
to Ireland. The result of this will, of 
course, be that if he requiries relief in Eng- 
land he will have to be relieved in the 
union in which he is residing unless he has 
acquired a settlement in some other 
union. The law in force in England will 
be assimilated by the clause to that of 
Scotland under the Poor Law (Scotland) 
Act, 1898. Clause 1 (2) of the Bill will 
empower a board of guardians in England, 
instead of removing a pauper to Ireland, 


to agree with the board of guardians in | 


{LORDS} 
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Ireland to whom he would be chargeable 
for the maintenance of the pauper at the 
expense of the last-mentioned board of 
guardians. This provision is intended to 
meet cases in which the removal of the 
pauper would be inadvisable on the 
ground of old age or sickness, or some 
other sufficient reason. 


Bill read 2¢ (according to Order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House To-morrow. 


BENEFICES 
BILL 


UNION OF 
AMENDMENT 


[SECOND READING. } 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


ACT, 
[H.L.]. 


1860, 


THE Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF CAN- 
TERBURY: My Lords, the object of 
this Bill is to extend the operation 
of the Union of Benefices Act, 1860, 
outside London. © The evils which that 





Act was intended to remedy are 
| not confined to the metropolitan area, but 
'are to be found in a great many other 
|parts of England. I myself tried 
|repeatedly to get the same thing done 
|in the city of Exeter, when I was 
bishop there, as is done by this Act for 
| metropolitan parishes. There are twenty- 
one parishes in the city of Exeter, several 
|of them very small. The incomes are 
also very small, and it would certainly be 
|a great gain for the working of those 
parishes if several could be united and the 
incomes amalgamated. The same thing 
|applies to the city of Norwich, where 
there are thirty benefices or more. All 
|of them are very small, with very small 
incomes, and the application of this Act 
to such a city would, I have no doubt, be 
of great benefit to the working of the 
church in that city. I remember Bishop 
Pelham of Norwich once telling me that 
he wished very much indeed that this Act 
could be extended so as to include places 
like his own city. There are a great 
number of similar cases scattered about 
England, and the need for dealing 
with them having become stronger and 
'stronger, a Bill has accordingly been 
| drafted to extend the operation of the 
| Act of 1860 to the whole of England 
‘and Wales, subject, of course, to the 
| same limitations as are to be found in the 
principal Act. The Bill simply extends 
the principal Act, and its clauses consist 
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solely of modifications of that Act so as to | purview of the others—Sub-section 8. A 
adapt it to the needs of other places than power is given in that sub-section to take 
the metropolis. For instance, in the-first | down a consecrated chapel of ease which 
sub-section it is provided that the refer-| it is found is no longer of any use. Of 
ences in the principal Act to the Bishop of | course, when you have a chapel of ease 
the Diocese of London or of Winchester, | which is no longer needed it is better to 
which covered the metropolitan area at remove it, because otherwise there is a 
that time, shall be construed as references | duty imposed on the clergyman of the 
to the bishop of the Diocese in which the parish which is onerous to him and of no 
benefices are situate, which are to be | advantage, as the case stands, to anybody 
united outside the metropolis. In the) else. This is a very simple measure, as 
working out of the principal Act, certain your Lordships can see. It is nothing 
Commissioners were appointed, one by | more than an adaptation of an old Act, 
the Dean and Chapter of St. Paul’s, two but I can assure your Lordships that 
by the Bishop, and two by the Corporation, something of the sort is very necessary. 
or, in the event of the Corporation not | 

acting, by the vestries of the parishes con-_ Moved, “ That the Bill be now read a 
cerned. The Bill proposes that instead | second time.”—(The Lord Archbishop of 
of these Commissioners—it is clear that | Canterbury.) 

they would not be suitable all over | 

England—there should be a Commission) THE EARL or KIMBERLEY: My Lords, 
of seven, two to be appointed by the | it is not very easy to understand exactly 
Bishop, one by the patron of each of the what the effect of this Bill will be, and I 
benefices, one by the vestry of each of the should be very glad if the most rev. Pre- 
parishes to be united, and a magistrate late could tell*us whether it makes any 
nominated by the person who has presided | alteration in the essential provisions of the 
aschairman of the last preceding Quarter | present law. It is only where parishes 
Sessions for the county or division of the | adjoin, and the churches are within a 
county, or if there be no such person | certain distance of each other, that a 
then by the Lord Lieutenant of the | union can take place at present, and I 
county. This Commission is of the same | should like to know whether that limi- 
character as the Commission in the prin-| tation will be interfered with by this 
cipal Act, and I have no doubt your | Bill if it becomes law, and whether it will 
Lordships will see that it consists of | be in the power of anyone other than 
persons to whom such work can be _ the bishop to initiate proposals. In some 
properly entrusted. Where the Bishop cases it would be a hardship, and a very 
causes proposals for a scheme of union to. serious one, to unite two livings without 
be prepared, it is here enacted that he | the consent of the patron; and it may 
should send them in the first instance to| be sometimes extremely objectionable 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, As/| that there should be taken away from 
there will be on the Commission repre-| a patron the right to appoint to a parti- 
sentatives of the vestries, it is not pro-| cular parish. I am sorry to say that the 
posed to send the proposals to those | divisions in the Church at present are 
bodies, but to forward them straight to of so serious a nature that it may easily 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners for them | happen that a parish where the patron 
to prepare a scheme. That is the prin-| hitherto has been able to secure those 
cipal adaptation. There are also two or | who are faithful to the principles of the 
three minor adaptations. At the end of Church of England may be united with 
Section 11 of the principal Act it is pro-| a larger parish, with the result that the 
vided that the calculation of the income, | state of affairs in the parish where 
where there is any surplus, is to be based | hitherto the patron has been able to pre- 
on the income for the seven years im-| vent the appointment of clergymen who 
mediately following the Act itself. It is | are distasteful to the inhabitants may be 
now proposed that the seven years should | altogether changed. 

be fixed by a date in the scheme formed | 

asI have described. In other respects,| THE Lorp ArcuBisHop or CANTER- 
the provisions of the Bill are simply| BURY: I can assure the noble Earl 
adaptation which it is not necessary to go | that the Bill makes no change in the 
into in detail. There is one sub-section, | law with regard to patronage as settled 
however, which lies a little outside the | by the Act of 1860, nor with regard to 
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section of Clause 4 that the Seeretary of 
State may use the areas which are “ de- 
lineated and coloured red on the ma 
signed for the purposes of this Act by the 
Speaker of the House of Commons and 
deposited at the War Office.” What I 
want to ask is, will these maps be sent 
THe Eart or KIMBERLEY : I) down to the local authorities concerned 
thank the most rev. Prelate for his | previous to being sanctioned by Parlia- 
explanation, but I wish to say, in order| ment? As regards the district in which 
that I may not be misunderstood, that I | I live—namely, the New Forest—there is 
am strongly in favour of the general | considerable anxiety on this subject, and 
principle of uniting these small livings. _ the local authorities would, no doubt, be 
: ’ , | glad to know what the area selected was, 
On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2" | iy order that they might, if they thought 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- | desirable, raise objection to it before it 
mittee of the whole House. | was actually sanctioned by Parliament. 
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the limitations that only parishes that 
are contiguous can be united. I do not 
think there is any reason to fear that the 
rights of patrons will not be safeguarded 
under this Bill just as they are now 
under the Act of 1860. 





RESERVE FORCES BILL [H.1.]. | THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
House in Committee (according +o | I think the suggestion of my noble friend 
Order). Bill reported without Amend- | is a very reasonable one. In the case of 
ment, and recommitted to the Standing} the area in which he is particularly 
Committee. interested I have already given instruc 
| tions that an officer is to be deputed to 


MILITARY MANCEUVRES BILL [u.1.]. | Visit the locality, and, if necessary, confer 
with the occupiers or owners of the land 


House in Committee (according to | - . 
Order) ( 8 | in the neighbourhood. I have no doubt 
; that my noble friend has noticed that 
7 there is another sub-section in the same 


' clause, under which it is laid down that 
Lorp MONTAGU or BEAULIEU : | before any of these lands can be used in 
I understand that the original Act, the | the manner proposed notice has to be given 
Military Manceuvres Act of 1897, may be | by advertisement in the newspapers. I 
modified under this Bill so that areas may can assure my noble friend that every 
be used for consecutive years without the possible exertion will be made to avoid 
limitation of five years. I should like to | any inconvenience to those who reside in 
know if that is so. | the neighbourhood of the land over which 
|these military manoeuvres are to take 
THe SECRETARY or STATE ror | place. 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE): | 
My Lords, this change in the main Act} Lorp MONTAGU or BEAULIEU: 
was made on the recommendation of the | Will the local authorities be given an 
Manceuvres Commission, which was| opportunity of expressing an opinion 
appointed under the Act of 1897. The | before the areas are sanctioned by Parlia- 
int which they had to deal with was | ment, or afterwards ? 


this: Under the main Act the same land 
THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 


may not be scheduled more than once in 
five years, but, having once _ been|I do not think it will be possible to alter 





scheduled, it cannot be scheduled again, 
whether it is used or not. What this 
Bill does is to enable us, when land has 
been scheduled and not used, to schedule 
it again within the same period of five 
years, but only once. 


Clauses 1, 2, and 3 agreed to. 


Clause 4 :— 


Lorp MONTAGU or BEAULIEU: 
I observe that it is mentioned in the first 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 


'the areas after the Bill has been passed 
through Parliament, but while the Bill is 
passing through Parliament there will be 
every opportunity given to those who 
desire to criticise the areas which have 
been included. 





| Clauses 4 and 5 agreed to. 
| Bill reported without amendment; 
and recommitted to the Standing Com- 
mittee. 
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COUNTY SURVEYORS (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


NAVAL RESERVE (MOBILISATION) 


4a 


House in Committee (according to 


Order). 


Eart SPENCER: I asked the noble 
Earl opposite (the Earl of Hopetoun) 
some questions the other day with regard 
to this Bill. I thought at the time that 
there did not appear to be much necessity 
for the Bill, but since then I have had an 
opportunity of consulting various persons, 
and I find that the fourteenth clause of 
the previous Act does not apply in the 
manner described by me, but merely 
gives the Admiralty power to relieve men 
altogether from the Reserve. Therefore 
I quite concur in the importance of 
making easier the terms under which 
Reservists are called out, and I am per- 
fectly satisfied as to the necessity for this 
Bill. 


Bill reported without amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill 
to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
ast Five of the clock, till 
To-morrow, half-past ten of 
the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 25th June, 1900. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners. 


The House went, and being returned, 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal As- 
sent to a number of Bills (see page 873). 


{25 JuNE 1900} 





Business. 886 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD BILL [Lords] (BY ORDER). 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I rise to move that this Bill be read a 
third time this day three months. In 
doing so I wish to disclaim any hostility 
either to the Bill or to the promoters, 
But I wish to bring before the promoters 
a question of very considerable import- 
ance — namely, the necessity for the 
establishment of a ferry between Bootle, 
on the Lancashire side of the Mersey, and 
New Brighton, on the Cheshire side. Let 
me first, however, express my gratitude 
to the promoters of the Bill for their 
courtesy in putting it back until this day 
to meet my personal convenience. At 
the same time may I say that, if I am 
forced to take this motion to a division, 
it will be the fault of the promoters, as I 
shall be satisfied if only they will give me 
a small crumb of comfort by promising to 
encourage the construction of this ferry. 
This Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
is, no doubt, an important representative 
body, but I am afraid I must endorse the 
criticism published in a critical journal in 
Liverpool—the Porcupine—which charges 
it with traditional obstinacy. I am in 
a position to show that it has displayed 
obstinacy in this particular matter, for it 
has had it before it for no less a period 
than twenty years, and has continually 
thrust it on one side. Now that it is 
seeking borrowing powers I propose, with 
the permission of the House, to show how 
it may usefully apply some of the money 
it proposes to raise. Bootle has a cor- 
poration ; it has a representative in this 
House ; it has a population of 54,000. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Ido 
not quite see what the question of a ferry 
between Bootle and New Brighton has to 
do with the Bill, 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: The 
Mersey Docks and Harbour Board seek 
borrowing powers in the Bill, and I 
desire to point out that in the interest 
of Bootle some of the money should be 
used in establishing this ferry. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes; but they are | 
not borrowing money for the purpose of 
making a ferry. | 
Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: No, for 

* general purposes. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think it is | 
open to the hon. Member to discuss the | 
question whether or not they should 
establish a ferry between Bootle and New 
Brighton. | 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Under the | 
powers they already possess the Board have | 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The matter cannot 
be discussed upon this Bill. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I daresay I 
shall find an opportunity of raising it on 
a future occasion. 


Business. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time and passed, 
with Amendments. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


(STANDING 
IN- 





power to borrow money for the improve- | Report from one of the Examiners of 
ment of their undertaking, and as they Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
are now asking power to borrow I wish | case of the following Bills, originating in 
to point out how the money can best be | the Lords, and referred on the First Read- 


applied. Perhaps you will allow me to ing thereof, the Standing Orders not 





make my statement. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I am sorry to inter- | 
rupt the hon. Member, but I must point | 
out that, unless he can show that the 
ferry question is in some way raised by 
the Bill, it is not open to discussion. 
From what he has said I do not gather 
that it is. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : They seek | 
to borrow money for the purposes of the | 
Dock Estate, and that surely would | 
include the establishment of a ferry. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hon. Mem- | 
ber say that any section in existing Acts | 
empowers the Board to establish a ferry ? | 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I take it | 
that they have power to establish a ferry 
if they so desire, or to carry out any other | 
improvement. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- | 
pool, Exchange): I rise to a point of | 
order. The Board has no powers and no | 
kind of authority to establish a ferry be- | 
tween Bootle and New Brighton. | 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Then the hon. Mem- | 
ber will not be in order in discussing the | 
question. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I may say | 
that the public body on the other side of | 
the river are willing to put the ferry | 
there if they can only get the permission | 
of the Dock Board. | 


} 


previously inquired into, and which are 


applicable thereto, have been complied 


with, viz. :— 
Bury and District Water (Transfer) 
Bill [Lords]. 
Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]. 


Glasgow Building Regulations Bill 
[ Lords]. 
Liverpool Overhead Railway Bill 
[Lords]. 


Preston Corporation Bill { Lords]. 
Sheffield Corporation Bill {Lords}. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 


QUIRED INTO NOT COMPLIED 
WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First Read- 
ing thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have not been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 
Salford Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 


| Orders. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 
ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 





tin 


$0) 


ST¢ 


agri 


PAI 


Cor: 


mad 


pass 


be no 
well.) 


Bil 
and | 
BA 


FISH 
WA) 


GL) 


Res 


888 


not 


ay I 
| on 


sed, 


NG 
IN- 


ible 

of 
the 
y in 


not 
are 


lied 
fer) 
vail- 
Bill 
Bill 


da 


ING 
[ED 


able 
s of 
the 
y in 
ead- 
not 
are 
om- 


rred 


ling 


ND- 
ETO 


eti- 








889 Private Bill 


tions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 
London (St. Luke) Provisional Order 
Bill. 
London (Southwark) 
Order Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time To-morrow. 


Provisional 


OSSETT CORPORATION GAS BILL. 


SOUTHPORT EXTENSION AND TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 
Lords Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


PAIGNTON URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [Lords]. 

Prince of Wales’s consent, as Duke of 
Cornwall, signified. Verbal Amendment 
made; Bill read the third time, and 
passed, with Amendments. 


BELFAST AND COUNTY DOWN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(Mr. Cald- 
well.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. [New Title. ] 


GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY 
(IRELAND) BILL. 


As amended, considered. 
Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 


be now read the third time.—(Mr. Cald- 
well.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


BARNSLEY CORPORATION 
[Lords]. 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE RAIL- 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL [Lords]. 


GLYNCORRWG URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL GAS BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


BILL 


{25 June 1900} 
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MERSEY RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


MOTHERWELL AND BELLSHILL 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL [Lords]. 


ROTHERHAM CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 


WESTGATE AND BIRCHINGTON 
WATER BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. 


As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed. 


xAS AND WATER ORDERS CON- 
FIRMATION BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed. 


LONDON (CLERKENWELL AND HOL- 
BORN) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 


LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time To-morrow. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
As amended, considered; read the 
third time, and passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 

Reported, without amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. 


_ Reported, without amendment [Pro- | , 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 

Reported, without amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


i 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


SHEFFIELD DISTRICT RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords]. 


PLYMOUTH, STONEHOUSE, AND 
DEVONPORT TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION (STOCK) 
BILL [Lords]. 
Re- 


Reported, without amendment ; 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


EDINBURGH DISTRICT i#UNACY 
BOARD BILL [Lords]. 


LINCOLN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


NEATH HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have a to Amendments 
to Cowes Pier Bill | Lords], Great Central 
Railway Bill [Lords], without amend- 
ment. 
That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to enable the South Eastern 
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Railway Company to make new Railways, 
and other works; to acquire additional 
lands; to provide for the application of 


[etitions. 892 


apital of the South Eastern and London, 


Chatham, and Dover Railway Cempanies; 
and for other purposes.” 
and London, Chatham, and Dover Rail- 
ways Bill [Lords]. 


South Eastern 


And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to 


empower the Urban District Council for 
the district of Withington to construct 
Tramways and to make various street 


mprovements ; and for other purposes.” 


Withington Urban Pistrict Council Bill 
[Lords]. 


SOUTH EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT’ 


HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAYS BILL 
[Lords]. 


WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; and referred to 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT WATER BILL 


[Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments; Report 


to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions against, from Gourock ; and 
Dumbarton ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING 
LIQUORS). 


Petition from Buckland Brewer, for 
alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 

ACT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Edinburgh ; 

and Kirriemuir ; to lie upon the Table. 


LUNACY BILL. 
Petitions for alteration, from King- 
ston-on-Thames; and Ticehurst; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
IRELAND. 


Petition from Rothesay, against esta- 
blishment ; to lie upon the Table. 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


SUNDAY BILL. | 


Petitions in favour; from Hammer- | 
smith ; Willington Quay; Benwell-on- 
Tyne ; Wallsend ; Walbottle ; Throckley ; 
Wells; Bardon Mill; Five Oak Green; | 
Prudhoc-on-Tyne; Over ; and Haltwhistle ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petitions against, from North Shields; | 
South Shields ; Windsor ; and Exmouth ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, 
Damerham; Fordingbridge; Wotton. | 
under-Edge (two) ; Bishopston ; Wigton ; 
Glossop (three) ; Newfield; Shrewsbury 
(three) ; Cottenham ; Chatham; North 
Skelton ; Brotton; Saltburn ; Wisbech ; 
Ashcott ; Wisbech St. Peters; Nunney ; 
Wanstrow ; Glastonbury ; Kendal (five); 
Newcastle ; Windermere ; Leeds ; Ayles- 
ford ; Greasborough ; Glasgow ; Horsley 
Heath ; Liverpool (two) ; Wigan (three); 
Sutton Coldfield; Olton; Leek; Cam; 
Wandsworth (three); Balham; Beccles ; 
Bungay ; Wallasey ; West Derby ; Wall- 
send; Barnard Castle; Penygelli ; 
Thurning ; Walker; Birmingham (two) ; 
Harborne (two) ; Walbottle ; Dore (two) ; 
West Bridgford ; Longtown ; Gateshead- 
on-Tyne ; Willington Quay ; Ladywood ; 
Guildford ; Copley Lane ; North Shields ; | 
Tynemouth ; South Shields (two) ; North- | 
wich ; Leigh ; Dalwood ; Micklethwaite ; 
Luxborough; = Pedwell; | Newcastle- | 
Emlyn; Bingley; Bolton ; Stockwell ; 
Kennington; Milton; Faversham ; Sit- 
tingbourne; Ince ; Tonbridge ; Harp 
Castle; Durley; Ebbw Vale (two); | 
Oldham ; Lowgate; Brynteg; Warden; 
Luton; Rishton; Morton; Prudhoe; | 
Hexham ; Haydon Bridge ; Newborough ; 
Bardon Mill (two) ; Tunstall ; Corbridge- 
on-Tyne; Hadlow; Middle Madeley ; | 
Bellingham ; Wigan ; Tunbridge Wells ; | 
Haltwhistle (two) ; Basingstoke ; 
Shrewley ; Victoria ; Llangattock ; Had- | 
field ; Cambridge (three) ; Talgarth ; | 
Plumstead ; Purton ; Woolwich ; North- | 
wich ; Bradford ; Ardwick ; Old Chester- | 
ton; Long Eaton; Axminster (two) ; | 
Bingley (three) ; Chatteris ; Woodhouse ; | 
Folkestone (two); Wharfedale ; Gilsted ; | 
Otterburn ; Nantyglo; Aberystwith ; | 
Bideford ; Seaton ; Middlewich ; Ex- | 
mouth (two); Lympstone ; Colyton ;| 
Honiton ; Sidmouth ; Bently ; and Hull ; | 
to lie upon the Table. 


from Chester ; | 


| 
if 
} 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Irongray ; 
Glasgow ; and Gulston ; to lie upon the 


Petitions. 


| Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING hep gieteper IRE) 
BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Troon ; 


Brierley Hill; Horseley Heath; Dore ; 


Islington ; Newfield ; Shrewsbury (two) ; 
Cottenham ; Sunderland ; Cam ; Brotton ; 
Wisbech ; Wanstrow ; Nunney ; Glossop 
(six); Hayle; Windermere ; Kentish 


'Town; Tuckingmill; Camborne ; Cam- 


bria ; Wigan (three) ; Blackburn ; Bram- 
ley ; Sheldon ; Tamworth ; Sutton Cold- 
Olton ; Etley ; Wootton-under- 
idge (two); Liverpool (three) ; Weston- 


'super-Mare ; Bungay; Beccles; Wallasey ; 


North Shields; Copley Lane ; Barnard 
Castle ; Newcastle; South Shields ; Godal- 
ming ; Fenton ; Willington Quay ; Leigh ; 
Walker ; Harborne (two); Throckley ; 
Birmingham (two) ; Newborough ; Prud- 
hoe-on-T'yne ; Abertillery ; Warden ; Rish- 
ton; Oldham; Lowgate; Corbridge-on- 
Tyne; Bellingham ; Wharfedale; Glas- 
gow ; Victoria ; Long Compton; North- 
wich; Cambridge; Talgarth ; Llangat- 
tock ; Beaufort; Bradford; Plumstead ; 


| Woolwich ; Mansfield ; Mansfield Wood- 
| ham; Manchester; Chatteris; Weston- 


super-Mare (four); Bardon Mill (two) ; 
Appledore; Bideford; East 
Kirkby ; Middlewich ; Leytonstone ; 
Beer ; Colyton ; Sidmouth ; York ; Kings- 
teignton; Over; Haltwhistle; Purton ; 
Axminster ; Budleigh Salterton ; Seaton ; 
Luxborough ; Newcastle Emlyn ; Isle of 
Sheppey ; Sittingbourne’; Ince ; and Hays 
Castle ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Llangattock ; 
Glyncorwg ; and Talgarth ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TEMPERANCE REFORM THREEFOLD 
OPTION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Elder Park, in favour ; to 


| lie upon the Table. 


VAGRANTS’ CHILDREN PROTECTION 
BILL. 


Petition from Oldham, in favour ; to 


| lie upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. articles by the several Government De- is 
partments between the lst day of April, oO 
Tie 1899, and the 31st day of March, 1900, h 
EAST INDIA RAILWAYS (PURCHASE). | either with contractors outside the United 
Return [presented 22nd June] to be Kingdom or with contractors or agents 
printed. Ke 232.] who obtain the articles from Abroad (in Tl 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, B 
INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (RULES | No. 364, of Session 1899).”—(Sir Howard en 
FOR MANAGEMENT). Vincent.) fo 
Copy Presented, of Regulations for the fr 
Management of the Farmfield Certified | PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL gl 
Inebriate Reformatory, Charlwood, near | « ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. dt 
: Horley {by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. Copy ordered, “of Special Report by th 
the Board of Trade on the Pier and Har- U 
COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). bour Provisional Orders Confirmation du 
Copy presented, of Report No. 290 | (No. 2) Bill.”—(Mr. Ritchie.) pr 
(British Guiana, Annual Reports for | esata eee st 
1897-8 and 1898-9) [by Command] ; to | PUBLIC INCOME AND EXPENDITURE. pr 
lie upon the Table. | Return ordered, “of Net Public In- gr 
Copy presented, of Report No. 291 come and Net Public Expenditure under e 
(Falkland Islands, Annual Report for ic caee leas ait Ince pair gee Br 
‘ ; : sues e Ex- 
wed <scieppnmenae: Stratis. paiacen chequer from 1869-70 to 1899-1900, in- is 
clusive (in continuation of Parliamentary = 
CYPRUS. Paper, No. 309, of Sessicn 1899.”—(Str or 
Copy presented, of Annual Reports for Henry Fowler.) 
1898-9 [by Command] ; to lie upon the} = aRRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS . 
Table. (IRELAND). K: 
COLONIAL REPORTS (MISCEL.- Return ordered, “ giving the number of 
LANEOUS). — aa = agg ire bers 
etropolitan Police District o ublin ans 
(Wook Inland, Reptrt for 1608) cas and the cities of Belfast, Cork, Limerick, | bel 
mand] ; to li . upon the Table and Waterford, on Sundays between the 
: ; lst day of May 1899 and the 30th day PO: 
UNIVERSITY OF ST. ANDREWS. pn be tng both se inclusive Pes 
a rrests being given from 8 a.m. on Sun- } 
Pet z ee days till 8 mc on Mondays ; and similar to: 
Useversivy of St reece d sities dda oneal Returns for the rest of Ireland from the rep 
1898-9 ior Act] ; to lie upon the Table, Sy St ene PANS toe 28 o ys wh 
Siete weleted [No. 233.] April, 1900 (in continuation of Parlia- bee 
_ Pp mentary Paper, No. 131, of Session lett 
1900).”—(Mr. William Johnston.) dre 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). in | 
. Copies presented, of Diplomatic and cry See ste] 
onsular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. »ITTONS 
2461 and 2462 [by Command]; to lie es aC ee 
upon the Table. reyes 1 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — BOER THE 
TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS PRISONERS AT ST. HELENA. ton 
SERIES). Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, the 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and | Tyneside) : I beg to ask the Secretary of and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, | State for the Colonies if he will explain do 
Nos. 528 and 529 [by Command]; to lie| why tobacco is sold free of duty to thre 
upon the Table. prisoners of war in the Island of St. and 
Helena, and a duty charged upon the it 1 
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS tobacco sold to the British troops in the parc 
(CONTRACTS). island ; and why the Boer force receives No. 
Return ordered, “ of all Contracts made | preferential treatment as compared with mas 
in the United Kingdom for manufactured | the British force. I may further ask if it pun 
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897 Questions. 


is a fact that the Boer prisoners are fed 
on fresh meat while the British troops 
have to eat tinned meats ? 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I know nothing what- 
ever about the last statement. Presents 
for the Boer prisoners have been exempted 


from duty, but no instructions have been | 


given for selling tobacco to them free of 
duty, which, however, is only one-fifth of 
the duty on tobacco imported into the 
United Kingdom. The exemption from 
duty accorded to presents for the Boer 
prisoners at St. Helena had been pre- 
viously granted in the case of Boer 
prisoners at Cape Town, and had also been 
granted by the Transvaal authorities 
in the case of presents for the British 
risoners at Pretoria. I think that the 
Br tish troops at St. Helena should also 
receive this privilege in the case of 
presents sent to them, and I am in- 
structing the Governor to this effect. 


GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : Are the presents for the 
Boer prisoners sent from the United 
Kingdom or from Cape Colony ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I cannot 
answer that with any positiveness, but I 
believe they are sent from Cape Colony. 


POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS BETWEEN 

CAPETOWN AND ST. HELENA. 

Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that complaints have 
been made of the delay in forwarding 
letters and parcels from Cape Town, ad- 
dressed from England, to the troops now 
in St. Helena; and whether he will take 
steps to ensure a punctual delivery of the 
mails in that island. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanbury, Pres- 
ton): No such complaints have come to 
the Postmaster General’s notice. Letters 
and parcels from England for St. Helena 
do not in the ordinary course pass 
through Cape Town, but are sent direct, 
and if any delay of the kind has occfrred 
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Helena. At the present time, in addition 
to the regular monthly mail provided by 
contract, mails are despatched by any 
other advantageous opportunity that 
offers; but these extra mails are con- 
veyed by vessels over which the Post- 
master General cannot exercise any 
control. 


Questions. 


COST OF HORSE TRANSPORT TO 


THE CAPE. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Oldham) : I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office if he can give the average cost per 
horse in freight for the carriage of horses. 
from England to South Africa since the 
beginning of October, 1899, up to the 
end of May, 1900. 


THE SECRETARY to THE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, §.) : 
In the few cases in which it has been 
| possible to arrange for the conveyance of 
| horses from this country to the Cape on 
| freight, the cost has averaged £25 10s. 
| per horse landed. Owing to the differ- 
| ence in the ships as to rate of hire, speed, 
| consumption of coal, cost of fitting, the 
| number of horses and men respectively 
| which they carry, and the number of 
| voyages which they make, it is impossible, 





| without elaborate and lengthy calcula- 
| tions, to say what has been the average 
| cost of conveying horses by transport, but 
| it is believed it will closely approximate 
| the ordinary charge of the Union Castle 
line for the passage of a horse to Cape 
| Town—£35. 


|MARTIAL LAW —THE ALLEGED 
| FENIAN PRISONERS AT MAFEKING. 
| Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
| I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he can now say if the 
station-master, Mr. Quinlan, and the 
other alleged Fenians, whom Colonel 
| Baden-Powell was reported some months 
ago to have in custody in Mafeking, are 
still alive ; and, if so, where they are, 
| upon what charge were they arrested, 
| were they tried, and, if so, by what 
| tribunal, and upon what charge, and what. 
| was the sentence. 


| *THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
ISTATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpHAM, 








it must be in the case of letters and | Dover) : No information on this subject has 
parcels re-directed from the Cape Colony. | yet reached the War Office. Lord Roberts 
No efforts will be wanting on the Post- | was instructed by telegraph on the 9th of 
master General’s ‘part to ensure the| March that a record of all proceedings 


punctual delivery of the mails for St. | taken under martial law in South Africa. 
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should be sent to the War Office. Itis,| Under Secretary of State for War 
therefore, unnecessary to send inquiries whether he is aware that a message was 
about particular cases, and in view of the | sent by Mr. Logan, a member of the Cape 
amount of work at present falling on the Parliament, to Lieutenant-Colonel Spence 
staff in South Africa, such inquiries are | Douglas, stating that he was exceedingly 
clearly undesirable. I do not think that | glad that the gun which he had given to 
the hon. Member need be anxious. I read | the regiment had been of use, and that 
a newspaper report subsequent to the | he would pay the men using it one pound 
relief of Mafeking to the effect that Mr. | for every rebel they shot, but would 
Quinlan had been detained during three | deduct 25 per cent. for all prisoners 
days mainly for his own protection. |taken ; and whether he proposes to take 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: It is on a | any steps in the matter. 
newspaper report that I base my question. | *Mr. WYNDHAM: The Lieutenant- 
I only hope the right hon. Gentleman is | Colonel Spence Douglas referred to ap- 
right. | pears to be Lieutenant-Colonel Spence 
Ss SOPs a | who was killed at Douglas, and to whose 
pgs oh on meg ey ag THE corps (the Duke of Edinburgh’s Volunteer 
M ‘ BUT CHER y : 7 ‘ 11 | Rifles) Mr. Logan presented a Maxim gun, 
Z R. ah a IR ( ip ): P i | Nothing is known of the message, and the 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War | Secretary of State for War is not prepared 
whether he is now in a position to give | ¢5 take any steps in the matter. 


any details as to the disaster which befell | 
the 13th Yeomanry Battalion; and; Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is it the 


whether, in view of the anxiety which | case that Mr. Logan is a member of the 
prevails in Dublin, Belfast, and other | Cape Parliament, and probably a follower 
places on this subject, he will take steps of Mr. Rhodes ? 

to ensure the speedy publication of the | 


Questions. 








names of those who have been killed or | 
wounded or are missing. | 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: All the informa- | 
tion on this subject which has reached | 
the War Office has been published, in- | 
cluding ‘the casualty lists of killed and | 
wounded. Since I came to the House I | 
have received a note to the effect that a | 
telegram has arrived from Lord Roberts | 
stating that he knows no more than has | 
already been telegraphed. | 


Mr. BUTCHER: Is the hon. Gentle- | 


[No answer was given. | 


YEOMANRY ADJUTANTS’ PAY. 

Mr. WINGFIELD-DIGBY (Dorset- 
shire, N.): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War if he can state how 
much the Government expect Yeomanry 
adjutants to spend in doing their duties 
on pay which is only 10s. a day against 
13s. with their own regiment ; and if, see- 
ing that a Yeomanry adjutant has to do 
the work of two adjutants and two 
quartermasters, and pay all travelling ex- 


man in a position to say with reference | penses for himself, horse, and servants on 
to the casualty list whether it comprises| £4 a year for each squadron in the 
the complete list, or only refers to the | brigade, he will take their case into con- 





wounded found by Lord Methuen at | 
Lindley ? 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: I thought I had | 
made it clear that we had published all | 
the information we have as yet received. | 
Nothing is to be gained by sending out | 
particular inquiries, as they would only | 
cause delay. The information is sent at | 
the earliest possible moment, and pub- | 
lished within fifteen minutes of its re- 
ceipt at the War Office. 


DUKE OF EDINBURGH’S VOLUNTEER 
RIFLES—MR. LOGAN’S GIFT OF A 
MAXIM GUN. 

Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): I beg to ask the 





sideration. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The rates of pay 
and allowances for adjutants of Yeomanry 
were fixed in 1892, on the recommenda- 
tion of a Committee which also reported 
in favour of the brigade system since in- 
troduced. The Secretary of State is of 
opinion that so long as the present system 
of training is in force there is no sufficient 
ground for altering the rate of pay. 


HALF-PAY OFFICERS’ OUTFIT 


ALLOWANCE. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War if he can now state what 
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901 Questions. 


decision has been arrived at with refer- 
ence to the outfit allowance for officers 
from the half-pay list, which question was 
under consideration in May last. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 
State for War has decided to grant the 
outfit allowance in these cases. 


RESERVE OF OFFICERS—VOLUNTEER 
OUTFITS. 

CoLoNEL PRYCEJONES = (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War whether 
an officer of the Reserve of Officers who 
joined a Volunteer corps after retiring 
from the Regular forces is by the regula- 
tions thereby deprived of the outfit 
allowance granted to all other Reserve 
officers on rejoining the Regular Army 
for duty at the present time, although he 
has provided the Volunteer uniform he 
wears at his own expense ; and, if this is 
the case, whether the regulations will be 
amended or instructions given that the 
outfit allowance is to be paid in such cases, 
so as to place such officers from Volunteer 
corps on an equal footing with all other 
Reserve officers. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The question is 
under consideration. 


ACTING CHAPLAINS TO THE 
VOLUNTEER FORCE. 

Sir BARRINGTON SIMEON (South- 
ampton) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War if he will state on what 
footing acting chaplains to the Volunteer 
forces stand, andavhether they can earn a 
grant for their corps; and, if so, why 
acting chaplains attending camp this year 
for fifteen days were specially excluded 
from drawing their proper pay. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Theacting chaplain 
earns the capitation grant for his corps 
like any other Volunteer. His presence 
mm camp, except for Sunday duty, is, how- 
ever, not considered necessary. 


DOCKYARD EMPLOYEES AND VOLUN- 
TEER TRAININGS—2np VOLUNTEER 
BATTALION DEVONSHIRE  REGI- 
MENT. 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty if he can 
state whether it has been decided that 
the dockyard employees belonging to the 
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2nd Volunteer Battalion Devonshire Regi- 
ment who attend the annual training will 
lose their pay as ordinary absentees from 
work, whereas workmen employed in War 
Office establishments are to receive full 
pay during the time they are embodied ; 
and whether he will consider the advisa- 
bility of placing these dockyard men on 
an equality with those employed by the 
War Office. 


Mr. MACARTNEY : Orders were sent 
to all the superintendents of the home 
dockyards on the 26th May last, directing 
that all Volunteers attending camp this 
year for annual training for not less than 
fourteen days or more than a month, are 
to be paid their full civil and military 
pay for fourteen days, and military pay 
for the remainder of the time, in accord- 
ance with a Treasury circular letter dated 
the 10th May last, addressed to all public 
departments. In reply to the second 
paragraph, I have to say that the action 
of the War Office will be governed by the 
same general instructions, 


GOVERNMENT RAILWAY SIDING AT 
ALDERSHOT. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether the shed or covering for 
the troops ordered to be erected on the 
Government railway siding at Aldershot 
has yet been commenced; and if not, 
when this work will be carried out. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Tenders have been 
called for and the work will be begun as 
soon as tenders have been accepted. 


IRISH ARMY AND MILITIA RECRUITS. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he can say what proportion of 
the 41,700 recruits raised for the Army 
and of the 40,653 raised for Militia in 
1899 were enlisted in Ireland; and 
whether he will also give the number for 
each of the two branches of the service 
recruited in each province and county of 
Ireland during 1899. 


‘*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
will find all the information available on 
page 29 of the Annual Report of the 
Inspector General of Recruiting for 1899, 
which was presented to Parliament on the 
23rd March. 
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Mr. FLAVIN : How many of thélrish | addressed to the Yamen by Her Majesty’s 
Militia recruits were school boys under | Minister with regard to the state of 


the age of seventeen 1 affairs in Shantung and Chihli, and the 
N Xe ee murder of Mr. Brooks, a British mis- 
[No answer was given. . sionary in the former province. 


UNDER-AGE ENLISTMENTS ROYAL THE CAPTURE OF THE TA-KU FORTS. 
Uo Ayaan oo Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) ; 
sae: om I beg to ask the Under Secretary for 
E me “te george a xin Foreign Affairs whether the Government 
Add rb War i tad sein ‘dliihin n per i m.| are in possession of and will state the 
stances attending the enlistment of Daniel moment seme i er - rie 
Dundass in the Royal Irish Fusiliers in 8 ages se : © part at h, Allied 
May of last year, who at the time of mC 98 ade dat PTs - the bom- 
enlistment was but seventeen years of yoicpeeasveraaemaninaenince 
age, and the reason why when his father! *Mr. BRODRICK: The reports re- 
applied for his discharge it was not| ceived from our naval officers merely 
granted. stated that the forts opened fire on the 
fleets between twelve and one on the 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: Under the regula- , : 
tions a recruit if under seventeen years wig Pas se igga make no 
of age and claimed by his parents is at J , 
once discharged. If over seventeen his acini. uaciteiilin im sidieuiaiiiee 
retention in the service rests entirely i x NG AL uN 1 SIN— 
with the General Officer commanding Tas Chenons e 
the district, with whose discretion the] «gp J GOLOMB (Great Yarmouth): 
Secretary of State does not interfere. '| Have the Government any recent infor- 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then | mation as to China ? 

why was not this ef discharged when his | *Mr. BRODRICK: No definite infor- 
father claimed him | mation has, I regret to say, reached us 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: He had already | since Friday last from Tientsin, and we 
pembail the age of seventeen years, and |are still without any news from Admiral 
the discretion rested, therefore, with | Seymour's force and the Peking Lega- 
the General Officer commanding the | “MS. The Admiralty have received a 

telegram from Rear-Admiral Bruce at 


district. | Ta-ku, through Chefoo, June 24th— 








© . aTON Tt | “The total force which left Tientsin with 
CHINA — ANTLFOREIGN ~DISTURB- | the Commander-in-Chief for Peking about 
ANCES — COMMUNICATIONS WITH | 9 999, aaa ° 
4g On COV TAN TENT ,000, composed of detachments of the allied 
THE CHINESE GOVERNMENT. | ships. No action could possibly be taken to 
Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (Shef- | relieve the Commander-in-Chief, because it 
field, Koclosall): I beg to ask the Under | Wit i vested ‘Ticmtain has boch fighting 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | for its life ever since. It was on receipt of 
whether Her Majesty 8 Government have | information that Chinese army had ordered 
received any official communications from | trains for attacking  Tientsin, | 
the Chinese Government regarding the | Soadht. the mouth of the Peihe, that it wes 
present disturbances in China ; and, if so, | promptly determined to seize Ta-ku just in 
whether he can inform the House of the | time, since when every effort has been made 
purport of such communications. to relieve Tientsin. Have commandeered 
small coasting steamer for taking troops, 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY rfor| sick and wounded across the bar to Wei-hai- 
| wei, where I intend making temporary base 


FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Broprick, | We? ore Sige 

Surrey, Guildford): No communications | ep re ee er 

have taken place with the Chinese! We learn that an attempt which was made 
Government since the present crisis| on Thursday to open communications be- 
became acute, and all telegraphic com-| tween Ta-ku and Tientsin by a body of 
munication interrupted. In the earlier | Americans and Russians was frustrated by 
stages of the movement repeated warn-| the opposition of a large body of Chinese. 
ings, as I have already stated, were | Since then the Hong Kong troops have 
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arrived, and it is believed about 3,000 | BRITISH TRADE WITH CHINA. 

Japanese, 1,000 Germans, and some; Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask 
9,000 French troops have either arrived | the President of the Board of Trade 
or are about to arrive, but we have no| whether he can state what are the latest 
information as to any operations which figures in the possession of the Board 
may have been undertaken. | with regard to the value of the total 
ss 7 | British trade with China ; and whether he 
*Sir J. COLOMB: Arising out of that | can further state what is the value of the 
answer, may I ask whether, in consequence | trade of China with the United Kingdom, 
of Admiral Seymour having been sent in | with the Colonies, and India respectively. 


command of the international forces on | 
land, the Russian Admiral becomes the! THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
senior officer of the international forces|oF TRADE (Mr. Ritcuin, Croydon): 
on the water ; and whether this situation | According to the Chinese returns of trade 
arises out of express directions from the | the value of the trade of China with the 
Foreign Office or by the orders of the | British Empire in 1899 was £43,084,000. 
Admiralty 4 | The division of this amount into trade 
' " | with the United Kingdom, India, and the 
*Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Gentle- | Colonies cannot be accurately made, 


man had better address the question t0| because more than one-half of the total 








the First Lord of the Admiralty. 
Sir E. ASHMEAD - BARTLETT : 


Have the Government come to any 
decision as to the sending of a general 
officer to command the British troops in 
China ? 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLtrour, Manchester, 
E.): I think that notice of questions on 
this subject should be handed in. 


EMPEROR OF CHINA—POSITION AND 
POLITICAL VIEWS. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether Her Majesty’s 
Government have any information as to 
the present position and political views of 
the Emperor of China which they can 
give to the House. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid I am 
not in a position to give the hon. Member 
any information on the subject. 


RUSSIAN FORCES IN NORTH- 
WESTERN CHINA. 

Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
beg toask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether Her Majesty’s 
Government have any information to the 
effect that a Russian force of some 40,000 
men has entered North-Western China 
from Kiachta and is marching upon Urga, 
the Mongolian capital. 

*Mr. BRODRICK : 
No. 
VOL. LXXXIV. 


The answer is, 


[FouRTH SERIES. | 


| is entered as trade with Hong Kong, and 


the ultimate destination of this trade can- 
not be stated. The Chinese returns show 
the value of the direct trade with the 


| United Kingdom to be £8,147,000, with 


British India £5,064,000, with other 
British colonies and possessions (excluding 
Hong Kong) £1,283,000, and with Hong 
Kong £28,590,000. Of course, a certain 
part of the last-mentioned amount is 
destined for countries outside the British 
Empire. 


RUSSIA AND TURKEY- RAILWAYS. 


IN ASIA MINOR. 

*Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether Her Majesty’s 
Ambassador at Constantinople has in- 
formed Her Majesty’s Government of the 
existence of an Imperial Iradé by the 
Sultan giving to Russian subjects the 
monopoly of making railways in an area 
of Asia Minor fronting the Black Sea, 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The information 
given in my answer of the 21st instant as 
to the existence and nature of an Imperial 
Iradé on this subject was received from 
Her Majesty’s Ambassador at Constanti- 
nople. The text of the Iradé has not 
been communicated to the Ambassador 
nor has any official communication been 
made to Her Majesty's Government on 
the subject. 


*Si_ E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that in 
order to force this concession the Russian 
Government mobilised over 100,000 men 
on the Turkish frontier ? 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 


had better give notice of such an im- 
portant question. 


INDIAN RAILWAY STOCK. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether he will state the 
maximum amount of Great Indian 
Peninsula 5 per cent. Stock held by 
the Trustees of the Sinking Fund of the 
D Annuities of the East Indian Railway 
and upon what date, whether he will give 
the names of the Trustees of the Sinking 
Fund, and whether he willstateupon whose 
authority the Great Indian Peninsula 
Stock was sold and upon what dates ; and 
whether he will state upon what date he 
gave notice of the intention of the Govern- 
ment of India to exercise its right of 
purchasing the Great Indian Peninsula 
Railway. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The management of the Sinking 
Fund of the D Annuities of the East 
Indian Railway Company is a matter in 
which the Secretary of State for India 
has no concern, and over which he has no 
control. From Returns published in the 
London Gazette it would seem that the 
maximum amount of Great Indian 
Peninsular 5 per cent. Stock held by the 
Trustees of the Fund was £3,544 9s. 6d., 
and that this amount was held by them 
from July 1894 to July 1898. Under 
the Act 55 Vict., cap. 10, the Trustees of 
the Deferred Annuity Holders’ Sinking 
Fund are the Governor and the Deputy 
Governor of the Bank of England, and 
the Chairman and Deputy Chairman of 
the Company for the time being. I do 
not know upon what authority or at what 
date or dates the Great Indian Peninsular 
Stock was sold. Notice of the intention 
to purchase the Great Indian Peninsular 
Railway was given on the 18th of August, 
1899. 

INDIA — OPIUM vy. FOOD 
CULTIVATION. 

Mr. COLVILLE (Lanarkshire, N.E.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he has any official informa- 
tion showing that there are areas of land 
in India suitable for the raising of food 
which are at present used for the pro- 
duction of the opium plant; and, if so, 


whether the Government will, having re- 
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gard to the famine in Inia, take steps to 
have this land recovered for the produc- 
tion of food. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON : Ido not think 
the hon. Member would appreciably 
increase the food supply of India, as the 
area occupied by opium is about 500,000 
acres out of a total cultivatable area of 
223,000,000 acres. 


JAMAICA RUM—EXCISE RESTRIC- 
TIONS. 

Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies, with reference to 
the surtax on rum, if he will explain why 
the Reports issued in response to his in- 
vitation to the representative bodies of 
the Royal Agricultural Society and the 
Sugar Planters’ Association of Jamaica, 
which set out the local excise restrictions 
and their effect on the cost of production 
of rum, were not included-.in the Return 
recently published ; whether further 
official correspondence has been received 
from Trinidad, and whether, under the 
circumstances, he will allow an additional 
Paper embodying these omitted Reports 
and further correspondence to be laid 
upon the Table of the House. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The 
Reports referred to were not included in 
the Return, as they did not come within 
the scope of the Order of the House of 
Commons of the 13th of February, but 
were furnished for the information of 
Her Majesty’s Government in response 
to a separate despatch addressed only to 
certain West Indian colonies. There is 
no objection to laying further correspon- 
dence before the House as asked by the 
hon. Member. 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL 
—INTERVENTION OF COLONIAL 
GOVERNORS. 

Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he has received any remonstrances 
from Australia, or from the Australian 
delegates in England, against the inter- 
vention of Lord Lamington and Lord 
Beauchamp in the discussion on the Com- 
monwealth Bill. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Has 
the attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
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man been called to the action of the 
Governor of New South Wales in taking 
part in the controversy on the Amend- 
ment to this Bill ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | 
had better give notice of that question. | 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 
do so for to-morrow. 


Questions. 





| 
| 


BOUNTIES IN THE AUSTRALIAN 
COLONIES. 


CapTaIn SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I 


{25 JuN 
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raising the price of gas to 3s. 5d. per 1,000 
feet, and that these notices state that the 
enhanced price will be charged from the 
date of recording meter indices for the 
| June quarter, the company thus claiming 
to charge the enhanced rate for gas con- 
sumed during a week or ten days, or even 
longer, before the notices were served ; 


Questions. 


| and whether he will exercise the powers 


vested in him by section 45 of the Metro- 


| polis Gas Act, 1860, which (cater alia) 


| provides that if it appears to the Secre- 


itary of State that a metropolitan gas 


| company is acting in a manner un- 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for the | , thorised by law, | and it would be for 


Colonies if he will state which of the 


| the public advantage that the gas company 


Australian colonies have exercised the | should "es paaventets. At from so acting, he 


power of granting bounties on the produc- | 
tion or export of commodities, and upon | 
what commodities bounties are given. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : So far as [| 
am aware the Australian colonies which 
grant bounties at present are Victoria and | 
Queensland. Information as to the 
bounties given in these colonies will be 
found in Parliamentary Papers C 7960 of 


1896 and House of Commons No. 144 of | 


1899, to which I have to refer the hon. 
Member. From 1893 to 1896 
Australia gave a bounty cf 2d. a pound 
on the export of butter. 


GOLD COAST COLONY—CONCESSIONS 
ORDINANCE. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon, 
etc.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he will inform 
the House if he has accepted the Amend- 


ments of the Legislative Council of the | 


Gold Coast Colony in the draft conces- 
sions ordinance as made in the Committee 
stage of the ordinance in the colony ; and 
whether the Bill has been sent back for | g 
Third Reading. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The Amend- 
ments to which the hon, and learned 
Member refers have, in all but a few cases, 
been accepted. The Bill will be sent 
back for amendment on these points and 
for Third Reading at an early date. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY’S 
CHARGES. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that the Gas Light and Coke Company 
have just issued notice to their consumers 


South | 


| may set the Attorney General in motion 
| to take proceedings at law to restrain the 
| wrongful action of the company. 


| Mr. RITCHIE: This applies to the 

Board of Trade. Iam not aware of any 

obligation upon the company to give 
| notice of their intention to raise the price 

of gas. The obligation te give such 
| notice imposed by ‘the Metropolis Gas 
Act, 1860, no longer exists. It was 
superseded by the sliding scale provisions 
| applicable to the various companies, 


| GOODS AND 
MARKS. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 


FOREIGN BRITISH 


Central): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
‘the Treasury if he is aware that the 
manufacturers, workmen, and work- 


women engaged in the production of 
decorated tin boxes for biscuits, musie, 
chocolate for the Queen’s soldiers, 
tobacco, cigarettes, tea, coffee, etc, as 
well as toys and other articles, are being 


| injured by the importation oi foreign 


goods bearing the name of English firme 
and English “words, creating the belief 
that the goods are British made : ; and can 
he say how the passage of such goods 
through the Custom House without a 
definite indication of foreign origin can 
be reconciled with Section i6 of the Mer- 
chandise Marks Act, 1887, which requires 
such indication upon all goods of foreign 
manufacture bearing any name or trade 
mark being, or purporting to be, the name 
or trade ~ mark of any manufacturer, 

dealer, or trader in the United Kingdom ; 

and will he issue directions that the law 


is to be obeyed to the letter. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Board of Cus- 
toms inform me that in the opinion of 
2K 2 
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their solicitor “goods” in Section 16 of | into what is practically a partnership with 
the Merchandise Marks Act of 1887} a private company, especially a private 
means goods which are themselves for | company which is itself in direct compe- 
sale as distinct from the mere coverings | tition with the Post Office and_persis- 
such as the boxes. I think it is a point | tently refuses similar facilities to Post 
upon which it would he satisfactory to | Office subscribers. 
take the opinion of the law officers. 
Sin HOWARD VINCENT: May 1| CASUAL EMELOUMEEN, SCHOOL 
send the right hon. Gentleman specimens . ‘ = 
to which these complaints actually refer ? p Mr. DRAGE: I beg to ask the Vice- 
; resident of the Committee of Council on 
Mr. HANBURY: Certainly. Education whether he has had under his 
consideration the state of affairs revealed 
LEEK POST OFFICE. in a ecw Be eg on the 
Mr. BILL: I beg to ask the Secretary | ER. Pd —_ se neg syne - ages, 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- | ramag) pyle pee-nsrnet FSegapernnnd 
master General, whether, nrg the | ri re yet ee thn Ol bn phd. the 
resent accommodation for the public at |p ; . ROS 
the existing post office in Leek, the Post- ee: at 4 a Acts Ranges er 
master General will take into immediate | ee ae a pee ri d rd oie boss 
consideration the provision of more com- | prohibiting such employment Hh torce 
acne peemaieen. certain ages and certain hours, and for- 


Mr. HANBURY: The need for a| bidding any child to be so employed 
larger post office at Leek is admitted, and | without a licence. 


wn advertisement for suitable sites or | Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or Tue 
premises has recently been issued. The ‘COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU. 
ne enor — pane dso ee 'CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
advertisement are under consideration. | University): The answer to the first 
| paragraph is in the affirmative. While I 
THE POST OFFICE AND THE NA-| sympathise strongly with the views and 
TIONAL TELEPHONE COMPANY. | suggestions of the hon. Member, I have 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- | little doubt that an attempt to deal with 
bury): I beg to ask the Secretary to the | the matter in the Education Bill of this 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster | session would imperil its passing into law. 
General, whether it is an instruction to 
postmasters in the country and generally! g7oRNQOWAY SECONDARY EDUCA. 
not to forward telegraphic messages over | TION SCHOOL. 
the wires of the National Telephone; yp HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
Company ; and, if so, will he explain why | the Lord Advocate whether his attention 
this new policy, exemplified in such an | has been called to the fact that the parish 
instruction, has been adopted. lof Stornoway, in Lewis, has recently 
Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster | erected a school at Stornoway for secon- 
General does not now undertake to | dary education at a cost of over £3,500 ; 
| whether, under the operation of the 
Education (Scotland) Bill now before the 











deliver telegrams by telephone to sub | 
scribers of the National Telephone Com- | 
pany who may apply for the privilege, | House, some of the grants at present 
but it has not been withdrawn from any | applied by the local authorities to the 
subscribers to whom it has been accorded | relief of rates would be withdrawn from 
in the past. | that purpose, and an increase of rates 
| which, owing to the largeness of the 
Mr. HENNIKER HEATON : When | population and the lowness of the valua- 
was this extraordinary new principle in- | tion, already amount to several shillings 
troduced ? | in the £, would in consequence be neces- 
Me HANBURY: I do not seo that sitated ; and what steps he proposes to 
me . 1 take in the matter. 
it is extraordinary. The hon. Member 
must realise that there are obvious dis-| *THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
advantages in the Post Office entering | GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
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aware that the School Board of Storno- 
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| Railway there, and also the island plat- 


way have, a few months ago, raised a form, where the space between the wait- 


loan of more than £3,000 for school 
building. It would be premature at pre- 
sent to attempt to forecast what may be 
the financial effect of the Bill now before 
the House in particular instances. But 
the effect of that Bill would be to devote 
to educational purposes any sum with- 
drawn from relief of rates, and thus add 
to the educational resources of the various 
localities. 


ILLEGAL 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether the attention of the Scottish 
Fishery Board has been called to the 
prevalence of illegal fishing in Loch Fyne, 
and the inadequacy of the sailing cutter 
“ Daisy ” for its suppression, and whether 
it is proposed to take any steps to render 
the policing of the waters more efficient. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I am 
informed by the Fishery Board that one 
complaint as to daylight fishing in Loch 
Fyne was received from Glasgow a few 
days ago, and is now being investigated, 
but as yet no confirmation has been 
obtained by them. They are of opinion 
that with the continuous presence there 
of the ‘‘ Daisy ” and the frequent visits of 
the “ Vigilant,” the supervision of the 
fishing in Loch Fyne is sufficiently pro- 
vided for. 


NAVAL RECRUITING IN THE HIGH- 
LANDS—TRAINING SHIPS. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether he 
will consider the propriety of stationing 
a training ship at Portree, in the Isianc 


of Skye, to diffuse a knowledge of the | 


benefits of the Naval Service, and act as 
a recruiting centre for the Navy in the 
Hebrides. 


FISHING IN LOCH FYNE. 


| ing room side-wall and the edge of the 
line is but three feet ; and has a report 
| been made on the matter. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir; an inspect- 
ing officer of the Board of Trade has 
| recently visited Clones, but his report has 
/not yet been made. When it has been 
received I shall have pleasure in com- 
| municating with the hon. Member. 


COOTEHILL (MONAGHAN) POST- 


MASTERSHIP. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether any applications were received 
from qualified postal servants for the 
| postmastership of Cootehill which recently 
became vacant ; and whether any appoint- 
ment has been made, and, if so, whether 
the office has been given to a member of 
the service or to a person outside the 
service ; and, if the latter, will he explain 
why existing and willing postal servants 
were passed over. 


Mr. HANBURY: Applications were 
received from four postal servants for the 
sub-postmastership of Cootehill, Mona- 
ghan. . An appointment has been made 
in this case, the selected candidate being 
a person outside the service. It was con- 
sidered necessary, in order that an 
efficient control might be exercised over 
the twelve established and auxiliary post- 
men attached to the Cootehill sub-office, 
that a man should be appointed. Of the 
four applicants already in the Post Office 
service, three are women, and therefore 
unsuitable candidates. The fourth, who 
is not an established officer of the depart- 
ment, does not reside at Cootehill, and on 
this ground was passed over in favour of 
a candidate resident in the town and 
eligible in all respects. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: It is not pro- | 


posed to add to the present number of 
stationary training ships. 


GREAT NORTHERN OF IRELAND RAIL- 
WAY—CLONES LEVEL CROSSING. 
Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether effect has been given to 
his promise to have an inspector sent to 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS IN 
IRELAND. 
Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): [beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
whether he has considered the representa- 
| tion of the Philanthropic Reform Associa- 
tion in favour of passing into law this 
session Clauses 3 to 18 of the Youthful 
_ Offenders Bill ; and whether he will assist 


Clones, county Monaghan, to examine the | in enabling county councils of any county 


level crossing on the Great Northern 


| in Ireland to enter into an agreement with 
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the directors or managers of any certified 
reformatory school in England or Scot- 
land to receive Protestant girls from Ire- 
land for whom no reformatory exists in 
that country, and so amend the law as to 
permit Irish justices to commit to a 
reformatory school in England or Scot- 
land. 


*THE SECRETARY 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuite Ripcey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
The answer to the first paragraph is in 
the affirmative, but Iam unable at pre- 
sent to say anything definite. The matter 
raised in the second paragraph is one 
rather for the Irish Government, with 
whom I am in communication. 


IRISH TEACHERS’ EXAMINATIONS. 
Sir THOMAS 


Lord Lieutenant 
otticers of the National Educa- 
tion Board of Ireland, in considering 
the claims of teachers for admission 
to examinations for promotion, are 
guided entirely by the comments con- 


to the 
if the 


tained in the inspectors’ minutes with- | 
out considering the marks assigned in | 


the examination roll ; and whether this 
procedure as a means of discovering the 
efficient and energetic teachers, who 


should be summoned to examination for | 
promotion, has been sanctioned by the | 


Government. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. 
Central): In considering the claims of 


teachers for promotion the Commissioners | 


have at all times taken into account 
every element in the inspectors’ reports 


that bear on the question of the teacher’s | 


merit. The matter is entirely cne for 
the Commissioners, and the Government 
have nothing to say to it. 


PRETORIA RELIEF CELEBRATIONS 
AT DOWNPATRICK. 

*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
give any information as to the proceedings 
in Downpatrick on Tuesday, the 5th inst., 
when there was rejoicing on the part of 
the loyalists in consequence of the entry 
of Lord Roberts into Pretoria ; whether 
he is aware that the procession of persons 
bearing the Union Jack was prevented 


{COMMONS} 


oF STATE For} 


LEA (Londonderry, | 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary | 
of Ireland | 


3ALFOUR, Leeds, | 
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|by the police from going, as usual on 
/such occasions, up Irish Street, one of 
|the principal streets of the town; and 
that loyalists were batoned by the police, 
and ordered on recent occasions to stop 
singing “God Save the Queen”; and 
whether he will cause a public sworn in- 
quiry to be instituted into the whole 
conduct of the public and the police in 
Downpatrick on Pretoria Day. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It is the fact 
that the police at Downpatrick prevented 
the loyalist procession on the occasion 
mentioned from marching through Irish 
Street, but it is not true to say that it is 
usual on such occasions for processions to 
pass along this street. On the contrary, 
it has been the ordinary practice, for a 
‘number of years, to prevent them from 
doing so, and the arrangement has been 
acquiesced in by the leaders of the 
|Orangemen. Loyalists have not been 
, ordered, as alleged, to stop singing “ God 

Save the Queen,” and the police did not 
|use their batons on the 5th inst. until 
| their cordon had been broken and they 
| had been struck with sticks and flagpoles. 
The police are satisfied that in acting as 
| they did on the night of the 5th inst. a 
a very serious conflict between the 
opposite parties was averted. Proceedings 
are about to be instituted against a 
|number of persons for assaults on the 


| 





| police arising out of the disturbances, and 
all the facts will doubtless be fully in- 
| vestigated by the magistrates. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman grant a public 
sworn inquiry ? 
| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I see no 
|reason for it, at any rate until the 
magisterial investigation is completed. 


NEW QUAY (CLARE) WATER SUPPLY. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention has 
| been called to the condition of the water 
supply at New Quay, county Clare ; and 
| if he can state what steps have been taken 
in the matter by the Irish Local Govern- 
| ment Board. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to 
| the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
'The Local Government Board have re- 
/quested the Rural District Council to 
| obtain from the medical officer of health 
{ 
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a report as to the sufficiency and purity 
of the existing water supply at New 
Quay. The matter will continue to 
receive the attention of the Board. 


ARDGLASS (CO. DOWN) HERRING 
FISHERY. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether recently 
any complaints have been made on the 
part of the fishermen of Ardglass, county 
Down, as to the falling off of the herring 
fishery there ; whether this is traceable to 
the presence of steam trawlers fishing 
within the three-mile limit ; and whether 
the inspectors of Irish fisheries have 
power to take steps further to extend 
the limit ; and if so, will they take action 
concerning the matter. 


Tuk VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
DEPARTMENT or AGRICULTURE 
For IRELAND (Mr. PLUNKETT, Dublin 
County, S.): Representations have been 
made to the Department of Agriculture 


and Technical Instruction to the effect | 
| the depredations of trawlers, is at present 


stated in the first and second paragraphs 
of the question. The Department, how- 
ever, have been informed by the local 
coast guards that they have not observed 
any steam trawling within the prohibited 
limits. I do not think the Department 
has power to make a bye-law prohibiting 
trawling outside the territorial limits, but 
I may observe that the question of the 
best means of protecting the Irish fisheries 


from the depredations of the trawlers is | 


at present engaging the most careful 
consideration of the Department. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Wiil 
the Department of the right hon. Gentle- 
man try and induce the Government to 
send a cruiser to protect these fisheries 
from the steam trawlers ? 


Mr. PLUNKETT: I believe the 
Government have decided that they 
cannot undertake that work. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then 
what is the good of the Navy to us ? 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is there any general law, 
or bye-law, preventing trawlers coming 
within the three-mile limit ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Notice had better be 
given of that question. 
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KERRY MACKEREL FISHERIES. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, whether his attention has been 
called to the destruction of the nets of 
mackerel fishing boats by steam trawlers 
off the western coast of county Kerry, 
especially in the Cahirciveen district and 
the Shannon’s mouth; is he aware that 
the fishing boat “ Betsy,” from Cahirci- 
veen, during one night last month lost 
nets worth £100 ; and willhe say if steam 
trawlers are allowed to come within the 
three-mile limit, whether any complaints 
have been made to the Secretary of Irish 
Fisheries, and what steps have been 
taken for the better protection of the 
property of the fishermen engaged in the 
fishing industry on the coast of Kerry. 


Mr. PLUNKETT: Complaints have 
been made of the nature mentioned in 
this question. With regard to the third 
paragraph, I can only repeat what has 
already been stated by me, that the 
question of the best means of enforcing 
the existing bye-laws prohibiting trawling, 
and of protecting the Irish fisheries from 


engaging the most careful consideration 
of the Department. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is there any bye-law 
in existence, either at Cahirciveen or the 
Shannon’s mouth, to prevent steam 
trawlers coming within the three-mile 
limit ? If not, will the right hon. Gentle- 
man take steps with a view to getting 
one passed ? 


Mr. PLUNKETT: I must ask for 
notice of that question. 


DISTRICT COUNCILLORS AND THE 
IRISH LABOURERS ACTS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether a labourer is disqualified from 
acting as district councillor by reason of 
his having obtained a plot of land under 
the Irish Labourers Acts, the said plot 
having been entirely purchased by money 
advanced by the Government, and the 
tenant’s rent now going to relief of local 
rates. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Arxktnscn, London 
derry, N.): The Irish Local Government 
Board have acted on the assumption that 
the labourer is disqualified, but proceed- 
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ings have been or are about to be insti- 
tuted to obtain a judicial decision on the 
point. It would hardly be proper for me 
under these circumstances to express an 
opinion on the abstract question put. 


Questions. 


PRIVATE BILL COMMITTEES—SELEC- 
TION OF MEMBERS. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydfil): 
I beg to ask the hon. Member for Wat- 
ford, as Chairman of the Committee of 
Selection, whether the Committee have 
experienced any difficulty in giving effect 
to the Instruction of the House, given on 
the 21st of February last year, that in 
selecting Members to serve on Com- 
mittees for the consideration of Private 
Bills equal consideration shall be granted 
to any Member on the ground of his 
private profession, business, or avocation ; 
whether he can state the number of 
members of the learned professions 
actively engaged in practice who have 
served on Private Bill Committees last 
session and this session respectively ; and 
if he will furnish a list of those Members 
who have not served on any Private Bill 
Committee during the past three sessions. 


*Mr. HALSEY (Hertfordshire, Wat- 
ford): In answer to the first paragraph of 
the hon. Member’s question, I have to 
say that the Committee of Selection have 
not experienced any special difficulty in 
carrying out the instruction of the House 
to which the hon. Member refers. With 
regard to the second paragraph of the 
question, the hon. Member can, I think, 
obtain the information he requires for last 
session by examining the Sessional Return 
relating to Private Bills and Private 
Business, No. 0.273, but it would obvi- 
ously be impossible to give the information 
for the present session until the Private 
Business of the year is concluded. The 
third paragraph only appeared on the Paper 
on Saturday, and I have had no notice of 
it, but it appears to be in the nature of a 
Return, which should be moved for in the 
ordinary way. I may point out that 
Returns of all Members who have served 
on Committees are moved for at the end 
of every session, and the hon. Member 
can easily obtain the information he 
desires by comparing those Returns with 
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will consider the advisability of intro- 
ducing an Amendment to Section 8 of 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, 
so that persons in the Naval and Military 
service of the Crown or their dependents 
may be entitled to all that compensation 
for injuries received which they would 
have been able to claim for injuries sus- 
tained in civil employment. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Member must have mistaken my in- 
tention. All I said in answer to a similar 
question was that the matter was being 
dealt with by the Government. 


Questions. 


PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BILLS—SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHIL- 
DREN BILL—MIDWIVES BILL. 

Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury, having regard 
to the memorial presented ‘o him by 198 
Members of Parliament representing all 
parties, asking Her Majesty’s Government 
to grant special facilities for passing into 
law this session the Bill for Prohibiting 
the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Chil- 
dren, and, considering the interest felt in 
the country in respect of this Bill, whether 
he will accede to the request contained in 
the memorial. 


Mr. EGERTON (Cheshire, Knuts- 
ford): Will the right hon. Gentleman, 
before answering the question, consider 
whether he will grant similar facilities for 





a Bill equally important—namely, the 
Midwives Bill, which has passed through 
the Grand Committee ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will answer 
the two questions together. In answer 
to the right hon. Gentleman I have to say 
that I am well aware that the Bill to 
which he refers is one which, both in the 
country and in the House, has excited a 
great deal of interest and commands a 
great deal of support. {An Hon. MrEm- 
BER: And opposition, too.} The sugges- 
tion made, I think, by the right hon. 
Gentleman when we were discussing the 
taking of the time of the House on 
Monday last was that an additional 
Wednesday in addition to the two already 
granted should be given to private Mem- 





a list of the House. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT— 
EXTENSION TO SOLDIERS AND 
SAILORS. 

CoLonEL PRYCE-JONES: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury if he 





bers so as to give this Bill and other 
private Members’ Bills a chance of 
coming on. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
That is not my suggestion. I made no 
definite suggestion. 
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AN Hon. MEMBER: You never do. | order now to discuss the merits of the 

| Bill, but I observe it does contain two 

MR. - . sp mee : At all events, | | principles which I am quite certain would 
the iy on. Gentleman will allow me | | lead to a considerable amount of discus- 
to say that he gave a hint. ‘sion. In the first place, it lays down 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN ; | that the publican who does not know the 
No, Sir. I only adduced the case of this | 2g¢ of a child, and who necessarily has 
Bill as a flagrant instance of the unfair eer of knowing it, is to be punished 
way in which our rules at the present | for giving that child liquor, while the 
time work. That was the whole scope of | Patent who does know the age is not to 
what I said. I dwelt upon the effect on | | be punished for sending the child to get 
this Bill of that unfair action. ‘liquor. That isa point on which there 

/must be discussion. Another point is 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Of course, I | that, while it is to be made illegal to send 
do not dispute the right hon. Gentleman’s | for liquor a boy of fifteen, it is to be legal 
interpretation of his own speech. At all | to send a girl of sixteen. That is a point 
events, I took a different view at the | which will, and which ought to, provoke 
time, and I took some trouble after that | discussion in this House; and in these 
speech to consider whether the granting | circumstances it is impossible for me to 
of an additional Wednesday would have | regard the Bill as an uncontroversial 
any effect on this Bill. Looking over the |'measure. That being the case, it is in 
measures which necessarily stand before | _ accordance with the principle w hich not 
it under the rules, [ found that the grant-| only I, but my predecessors, have fol- 
ing neither of one Wednesday nor of two | lowed, to decline the suggestion made by 
or even three Wednesdays would probably | the right hon. Gentleman. 
have any effect on its fate. There then 
remains to be considered the only alter- INDIAN BUDGET. 


native policy, which is whether additional | Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
ordinary Government time should be 7. 
c & : : |to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
given to the Bill—whether it should be | atten: Se. able at ie ag, 
os her words, privileces as a| W2ether he will arrange for a day to be 
ee ere ativan apart at an early date for the discus- 
Government measure. I am not aware 
eye 'sion of the condition of affairs in India 
that that has ever been done fora con-|.. . = 
ate : ; € , | arising out of the existence of plague and 
troversial measure, except with the single bicince ” 
case of the Eight Hours (Miners) Bill, | ~ : 
and I donot think that that isanexample| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 
which would induce any leader of the | \indicated to the House, on a day when 
House to favour exceptions of this | | the hon. Member was not present, that I 
character. I am convinced that if the | intended, under the special circumstances 
right hon. Gentleman were in my place, | of the present year, to give a favourable 
and if he were of opinion that this was a | opportunity for the discussion of the 
controversial Bill, he would find it im- | Indian Budget. The actual day I am 
possible to grant the facilities he asks. | | not yet ina “position to fix. 
There remains only the question whether | 
this is a controversial Bill or not. I have | THE GOVERNMENT AND IRISH NA- 
taken some pains to make myself} TIONALIST MEMBERS — APPOINT- 
acquainted with its prospects as a contro-| MENT OF MR. GILL IN TRISH AGRI- 
versial measure, and I understand that CULTURAL DEPARTMENT. 
those who think it uncontroversial do so| Mr. BUTCHER (York): I beg to 
because it passed the Second Reading with | ask the First Lord of the Treasury, to 
little or no discussion. It must be borne | whom I have given private notice of the 
in mind by the House that the Second | question, whether his attention has been 
Reading came on under very unexpected | called to a letter appearing in the Morn- 
circumstances, by a Parliamentary acci-| ing Post on Friday last from the hon. 
dent, and that what occurred on that occa- Member for Stoke, in which he refers to 
sion offers no sufficient indication of the | the recent appointment of Mr. Gill to a 
degree to which the Bill would be| post in Ireland, and uses these words— 
opposed if it came on at a well- know nN} «y k , as 
and fixed time for Parliamentary discus- oe we koe ee Se Lemna ae 
y. between the Government and the Nationalist 
sion. Of course, it would be quite out of | party. The Nationalists were not to object 
| 
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to the creation of a new office for Mr. Horace 
Plunkett’s benefit, and in return they were 
to be allowed a share of the booty in the 
minor appointments.” 


I should like to ask whether that state- 
ment, as to a corrupt bargain between 
the Nationalist party and the Govern- 
ment, has any foundation in fact. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
my hon. friend I have to say that there 
is not a shadow of foundation for the 
statement. 


Housing of the 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIR- 
MEN’S PANEL). 

Mr. ARTHUR O'Connor reported from 
the Chairmen’s Panel: That they had 
appointed Sir James Fergusson to act as 
Chairman of the Standing Committee for 
the consideration of Bills relating to Law, 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Proce- 
dure in respect of the Executors (Scot- 
land) Bill, the County and Borough Fran- 
chise Assimilation (London) Bill, the 
Sunday Closing (Wales) Act (1881) 
Amendment Bill, and the Veterinary 
Surgeons Amendment Bill, and that they 
had appointed Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice 
to act as Chairman of the Standing Com 
mittee for the consideration of Bills 
relating to Law, and Courts of Justice, 
and Legal Procedure in respect of the 
Elementary Education Bill. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA 
CONSTITUTION BILL. 
As amended, considered ; read the third 
time, and passed. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
ACT (1899) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 1 :— 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): Before I move the Amendment 
which stands in my name on the Paper, 
I wish to refer to a matter included inci- 
dentally in the Amendment of my hon. 
friend the Member for Stepney. The 
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words I desire to introduce after the 
words, “other than a rural district 


council,” are these, “and including a 
London borough council.” This is only to 
make the intention clear, because it is 
obvious from the statement in the 
Amendment that he does mean to give 
powers toa London borough council to 
establish lodging - houses outside the 
district. I quite agree that it may seem 
at first sight that the words I propose 
are unnecessary ; but on consideration I 
think there is a doubt, and that the safe 
course would be to put them in, and for 
this reason: a London borough council 
stands in a totally different position from 
any other council. The power which is 
now given to a London borough council 
is not included in any of the series of 
Acts which are called the Housing of the 
Working Classes Acts. The position of a 
London borough council, is also excep- 
tional in this respect: that in the Act of 
last session there is an express provision 
that the powers with regard to housing 
so far as a London borough council 
is concerned shall not be exercised 
outside the district of the borough coun- 
cil, whereas as regards all the others it is 
merely an implication drawn from general 
words. For these reasons, in order at all 
events to call the attention of the Attor- 
ney General to the point, I beg to move 
the insertion of these words. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 5, after the word ‘Council,’ 
to insert the words ‘and including a London 
Borough Council.’ ”—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


THe PRESIDENT or tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHAPLIN, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I quite under- 
stand the object of the hon. Member in 
calling attention to this matter, but I 
believe the Amendment is altogether un- 
necessary. The words of the clause are: 
“Where any council other than a rural 
district council.” These words would in- 
elude a London borough council. I un 
derstand that powers to acquire land were 
given to the London borough councils in 
the London Government Act. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: With the ex- 
press limitation that they are not to build 
outside their areas. 
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Mr. CHAPLIN: If that be so, that | 


express limitation is overridden by the 
words in the Bill which I have pointed 
out. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I cannot see any 
harm in inserting the words ; but if the 
right hon. Gentleman is advised by the 
legal advisers that the words are unneces- 








sary, I will not press the Amendment. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I think it is 
very desirable, and, indeed, necessary, 
that the words I now propose, or words 
of a similar character, should be intro- 
duced into the first clause. The first 
clause really provides that the councils 
shall have power to establish and acquire 
lodging-houses outside their districts. The 
words “establish or acquire” only occur 
once in the principal Act—namely, in 
Section 61, where they are introduced in- 
cidentally, and do not throw much light 
onthe meaning which is to be attached 
tothem. In the principal Act there is no | 
allusion to or explanation of the words 
“establish or acquire.” As regards the 
part of my Amendment which relates | 
to the acquiring of land, it is true 
that Section 57 of the principal Act. 
empowers a local authority to acquire 
land for the purposes of Part III. of that | 
Act, but according to the accepted con- 
struction of the statute the land there is 
limited within the district. Therefore, 
we are really thrown back on the ques- | 
tion I raised first of all as to what the | 
words “establish or acquire lodging | 
houses” really include. With regard to 
the second part of my Amendment, which 
proposes to introduce the words “hold 
land,” I think those words very impor- 
tant. We are for the first time giving to 
urban authorities the opportunity of 
going outside their own districts to pro- 
vide housing accommodation for the 
teeming populations. It seems to me an 
almost necessary corollary from that pro- 
position that you should also give to 
those urban communities power to 
acquire land outside their own districts | 
before that land has attained a prohibi- | 
tive price. If thatis not done it seems | 
to me perfectly clear that the full advan- 
tage which might be expected from this | 
new departure we are about to make will | 
certainly not be realised. I have now ex- | 
plained both heads of my Amendment. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 7, after the word ‘district,’ 
to insert the words ‘acquire and hold land 
and.’”—(Mr. Pickersgiil.) 


Question proposed “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I am still not quite 
clear as to what the hon. Member means 
precisely by “holding land.” It seems to 
me in any case to be unnecessary for the 
purposes of this Bill, because it must be 
obvious that a local authority cannot 
“establish” lodging-houses for the working 
classes without acquiring land upon which 
those lodging-houses would be built. It 
seems to me, therefore, if that is what it 
means, that the Amendment is unneces- 
sary. If, on the other hand, it means 
something more than this—powers to 
acquire and hold land irrespective of the 
houses altogether—that is another and a 
different question, which should form an 
Amendment to the Public Health Act, 
under which powers are provided if 
needed, but they are not needed. If the 
hon. Member will turn to Section 175 of 
the Public Health Act, 1875, he will find 
that “any local authority may for the 
purposes and subject to the provisions of 
this Act purchase or take on lease, sell or 
exchange, any laad whether situated 
within or without their district.” Then 
there is a provision that any land acquired 





_by a local authority in pursuance of any 


of the powers of that Act, and not 


| required for the purposes for which they 


were acquired, unless the Local Govern- 
ment Board otherwise direct, “shall be 
sold at the best price that can be gotten 
for the same.” In sucha case as the hon. 
Gentleman suggests they might buy land 
at some time for the purpose of providing 
houses, and afterwards come before the 
Local Government Board for a dispensa- 
tion, and the dispensation having been 
given, provision is made in another clause 
of the Act of 1875 as to the disposal of 
that kind of land until it is needed for 
houses. So far as I am able to form an 
opinion, everything the hon. Member 
desires is already provided for. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.) : 1 do not think the right hon. Gentle- 
man has quite appreciated the Amend- 
ment now before the Committee. In the 
existing Act there is power to acquire 
land for the purpose of erecting houses 
for the working classes. In the Bill 
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whieh’ is before us there is added | 


the power of acquiring land for the 
purpose of erecting lodging houses on 
areas outside the jurisdiction of the 
authority concerned. But what I imagine 
my hon. friend has in view is that we 
have in London an enormous and almost 


incalculable increment of population going | 


on week by week and month by month. 
It aimost defies the London County 
Council to master that question at any 
one moment. 
friend’s Amendment would be that a 
broad and comprehensive scheme might 


be devised for taking over by the munici- | 
pality of any great town, a suitable area | 


of land for prospective development of 
working-class dwellings in the years to 
come. I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
and hon. Members who have considered 
the gravity of this problem if they do not 


think that that is a proposal of enormous | 


importance, which would goa very long way 


to make this Bill really useful in the near | 


future.. It seems to be absolutely im- 
perative that you should deal with this 
question in such a way that a local 


authority shal] not be stopped and crushed | 


out of its undertaking to provide for the 
dwellings of the poor by enormous 
enhancements of those land values in the 
immediate districts to the large towns. 
Undoubtedly, the result of the first 
clause of this Bill as it now stands would 


be to throw an enormous and rapidly- , 


increasing unearned increment into the 
hands of the owners of the suburban land 
which may be employed for this purpose. 
It is only reasonable, having regard to the 
future wants of a great community like 
London, that you should extend the right 
to acquire suitable land which may be 
required for building in the districts sur- 
rounding great towns, when by buying at 
the present value the land can be got for 
a reasonable amount, in order that there 
should be a great economy effected in the 
interests of the ratepayers, and in the 
interest still more of those inhabiting the 
crowded parts of London and other great 
towns. I sincerely hope that my hon. 
friend will persevere in this Amendment. 
The issues at stake are of such vast im- 
portance with respect to the future of 
those who dwell in great towns that I 
hope Her Majesty’s Government, before 
the discussion closes, will meet the 
Amendment in some more favourable 
way than the right hon. Gentleman has 
done. 


Mr. Channing. 
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Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries Burghs): 
|The law upon this subject is somewhat 
difficult and complicated, but it depends 
upon Acts of Parliament, and what [ 
would like to ask the right hon. Gentle- 
‘man the Attorney General is this. Sup- 
| posing the London County Council were 
able to get at a proper price a consider. 
| able area of land under favourable condi- 
tions outside their own district and were 
willing to buy it with a view of erecting 
workmen’s dwellings, but not at once— 
if they wished to keep it in their own 
| hands, and not lease it to any person— 
under the law as it now stands, and under 
the Bill as it now stands, would it be 
| possible for the County Council to do so% 
If it would, then the Amendment of my 
hon. friend is superfluous and unnecessary ; 
but if the clause as it now stands does not 
' empower a thing of that kind to be done, 
then an Amendment ought to be incor- 
porated in the Bill to make it possible. It 
might possibly be brought in in a more 
' convenient form later on, but that is not 
the question. 


Working Classes. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RoBert FIN Ay, Inverness Burghs) : In 
answer to the question of my hon. 
and learned friend, it appears to me that 
Section 175 of the Public Health Act 
of 1875—under which the London County 
Council could acquire any land which is 
really wanted for the purpose of erecting 
lodging-houses, and hold it for a reason- 
| able time subject to the discretion of the 
Local Government Board—would cover it. 
I apprehend that discretion would be 
exercised in this sense : that if there was a 
reasonable prospect in the near future of 
the land being actually: wanted for the 
purpose, the Council would be allowed to 
retain it. Only it is not intended that the 
Council should be allowed to enter into 
land speculation. 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) said the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for South-west Bethnal Green had 
not been met by the answer of the hon. and 
learned Gentleman. If this Biil, or any 
Bill of this kind, was going to touch the 
great problem of the housing of the 
people, it would not have to be determined 
in a narrow spirit by the reading of an- 
other Act which might or might not 
‘apply to this particular purpose. The 
housing question was neither more nor 
‘less than the land question. Therefore, 
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when the hon. Member for South-west | 
Bethnal Green sought to give to these | 
local authorities power to acquire and hold 
land, he (Mr. Maddison) ventured 
to submit that he would give to. 
this clause a value which it did not | 
possess as it stood. After all, what was 
the danger in this matter? The Attorney 
General used some words “about local 
authorities acquiring land for speculation 
purposes. He (Mr. Maddison) regretted 
very much that at this early stage of the | 
discussion the bogey of municipal trading | 
should be dragged in. For his part he had 
no great desire to extend municipal trad- | 
ing except where it was absolutely neces- 
sary; and all that he could say was that if 
hon. Members were going to approach 
this question in a niggardly spirit, if | 
they were going to define the action of | 
local bodies in the matter of land, they | 
were not going to touch the problem. at 

its roots. The Bill itself, in all truth, was 

something less than a moderate attempt 

to deal with the question, and if the ques- 

tion was to be dealt with in the manner he | 
had suggested, he confessed that he had | 
very little hope that this Bill would do 
any good at all. He hoped the hon. 
Member would press this most important 
Amendment to a division, because, 
although the Amendment might, 
be defeated by the legions of the| 
Government, the supporters of the 

Amendment would at least have regis- | 
tered their protest against the attempt to | 
narrow down this new policy. 


*Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) expressed 

adesire to say one word upon the Amend- 

ment. He thought if it were carried it 

would prevent proper advantage being | 
taken of the Act. Up to the present | 
year the London County Council had been 
afraid to put into force Part III. of the 
Housing Act to some extent, because of 
the opposition of private companies. This | 
Amendment would certainly increase that | 
kind of opposition. He deplored the in- | 
activity of the County Council in not | 
going farther than they did; he wished | 
them to put into force Clause 3. Accord- 

ing to the statement of the Attorney | 
General the Amendment was not really 
necessary if the County Council only de- | 
sired to hold land for a short time, and | 
therefore, if passed, it might tempt the | 
County Council to acquire land prema- | 
turely in the hope that at.some future time | 
it might be required. The great object of | 
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the Bill was to meet a definite deman:.. 
It was not desired to meet demands 


| which might be made ten years hence, 


and therefore he hoped the Amendment 
would not be accepted. 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) thought 
there was a very wide difference between 
what might be termed a speculative 
desire to acquire land by the local 
authority and a reasonable desire to 
anticipate requirements in any part of a 
county. The question was important, 
having regard to the great problem which 
had arisen. Owing tothe local authority de- 
siring to anticipate its requirements, a few 
years ago there was a Bill passed whereby 
the Government undertook to spend 
£5,000,000, extended over a period of 
years, in Devonport. It was obvious 
that such an expenditure would briag 
into Devonport several thousands of 
working men, and the question arose 
as to how to house them. Sup- 
posing that had been taken into con- 
sideration before the question of land 
speculation set in on the part of private 
speculators, the local authority could have 
fixed on land in many districts and solved 
the problem. The Attorney General had 


pointed out that these powers already 


existed, but the corporations were ignorant 
of these powers, and had no knowledge 
of the powers they had. He could see no 
reason why the matter should not be 
made clear, definite, and specific in this 
Bill, and he could see no objection to the 


| Amendment. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I do not think there 
is any real difference between us. I am 
sure we all have the same object in view, 
and I will go into the matter again, and if 
there is the slightest doubt as to the effect 
of the existing law, I will have it made 
Personally, I think the 
statement of my hon. friend the Attorney 
General is a most convincing one. 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 


|field): This is rather a serious point, 


because, if you buy the land retail, it will 
cost you about twice as much as buying it 
wholesale. It might be a case where ten 
acres only is wanted immediately, but 
within seven or eight years you might 
want fifty acres. If you bought the fifty 
acres at once you would then get the ten 
acres you want immediately at about 
half the price, and you would get the 
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other forty acres very much cheaper. 
Not only this, but you would get a dis- 
count for taking a larger quantity. That 
being so, I think there is very good 
reason for this Amendment. 


Sir BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich): In connection with this 
question, there is one point which has not 
been touched upon, and that is the ques- 
tion of the rates. Suppose the London 
County Council decided to take a large 
piece of ground outside the London area 
in Middlesex, would the London County 
Council be required to pay the full rates 
upon all the houses built by them just 
as if they were built by a private in- 
dividual ? 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: That does not 


arise upon this Amendment. 


Sirk BLUNDELL MAPLE: There is 
no doubt that in London it is advisable 
to buy land in large blocks, and as some 
of it would stand idle it would be liable 
to be rated. The question is whether, in 
such a case as I have mentioned, the 
county of Middlesex should receive the 
full rates on the land as if houses were 
built upon it. When you build within 
the area of the London County Council 
in the county of London, then the rates 
go to the benefit of the county, but when 
you build property outside that area that 
particular county gains the benefit. If 
the London County Council were to 
obtain a large piece of land near London 
outside the London County Council area, 
and lay out £4,000,000 or £5,000,000 upon 
buildings and in developing it, that would 
mean under present conditions that the 
rates would go into the pockets of the 
Middlesex County Council and not the 
London County Council. This is a very 
serious question, because we want, above 
all things, to encourage municipalities to 
build these houses for the working classes. 
I think some arrangement might be made 
whereby counties outside the area should 
make some allowance upon such buildings. 
I submit this proposal to the President of 
the Local Government Board as a means 
of encouraging the building of these 
houses, for it would be cheapening them 
if the rates were reduced. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): As far 
as I can see, the President of the Local 
Government Board has given away his 


Mr. Warner. 


{COMMONS} 
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case. He says that in principle he agrees 
with hon. Members on this side, and the 
only question is whether there is not 
power to buy this land under some exist- 
ing statute. If there is this power, surely 
the insertion of these words will do no 
harm but will do a great deal of good. 
The clause gays— , 


“ Establish or acquire lodging-houses for the 
working classes under that part outside their 
district.” 


But you cannot establish these houses 
unless you have the land. I wish to 
refer to the speech of the hon. Member 
for Chelsea. The hon. Member says that 
when ten acres are required we can go 
and buy them, but that is just what we 
have grave doubts about. It is not so 
easy to buy land just where and when 
you want it, and what we want is power 
to acquire the land when a favourable 
opportunity arises. I riust say that I do 
not think the Government have made out 
any case for resisting the Amendment. If 
we pass the clause in its present form 
without the word “land” in it, which is 
the foundation of the whole matter, we 
shall not be discharging the duty which 
is expected of us in this matter. If the 
right hon. Gentleman does not make this 
concession, I hope we shall go toa 
division on this question. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I am correct, I think, in 
stating that when this Bill was first in- 
troduced the Housing Committee of the 
London County Council had some corre: 
spondence with the Local Government 
Board, and one of the chief things which 
the London County Council recommended 
and asked the Local Government Board 
to do was to allow them when once 
acquiring land to hold that land in 
larger quantities in the interests of the 
ratepayers. I know that they brought up 
a recommendation on the lines upon which 
the hon. Member for South-west Bethnal 
Green is now moving his Amendment. I 
must congratulate the hon. Member for 
Chelsea upon being a new convert to the 
principle of housing the working classes 
in London. I find from my eight years 
experience as a member of the London 
County Council that the hon. Member 
for Chelsea and his friends have been 
some of the most reactionary members of 
that body in opposing this principle, and 
when the recommendation of the Housing 
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Committee was before the full Council 
neither the hon. Member for Chelsea nor 
the hon. Member for East Islington rose 
in their places and protested against the 
recommendation of that Committee, and 
yet to-day in the House, when we have an 
opportunity of putting on the Statute- 
book the very recommendation of the 
Council of which the hon. Gentleman is a 
member, he rises in his place and opposes 
it. But the hon. Member for Chelsea 
cannot blow hot at Spring Gardens and 
cold in the House of Commons. 


Mr. WHITMORE: Apparently I did 
not blow at all. 


Mr. STEADMAN : If the hon. Mem- 
ber did not blow at all at Spring Gardens, 
he did not rise in his place and protest 
by his voice against that recommendation 
the same as he has done now in the House 
of Commons. The hon. Member must 
either have agreed or disagreed with it ; 
and if he disagreed with it as he dis- 
agrees with the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for South-west Bethnal Green, 
he should have said so, and not have 
waited until he had an opportunity | 
of speaking where he knows he has 
got a majority of the Government sup- 
porters behind him. Assuming that the 
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London County Council were anxious 
to purchase fifty acres away in Essex, | 
Kent, Surrey, or in any other county, 
and for the time being they only wanted 
to build on ten acres, if they can get the 
sanction of the Local Government Board 
they can purchase the land. They have 
to tell the Local Government Board upon 
how many acres they are going to build 
for the time being, and then the Local 
Government Board may say, “ We shallnot 
grant you permission to purchase fifty acres, 
because you only intend buildingonten. We 
will allow you to purchase ten.” What will 
follow? In consequence of the buildings 
erected on that ten acres the value of the 
other forty acres goes up double and 
treble, and the ratepayers will have to 
pay later on for the unearned increment 
upon that land to the landowner. Asa 
member of the municipality of London I 
have no hesitation in saying that I am in 
favour of purchasing all the land which 
that municipality can purchase, and hold- 
ing it instead of allowing the increased 
value to go into the pockets of the land- 
owner. In the case of land near Covent 





Garden, the Duke of Bedford is com- 
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pelling the London County Council to 
pay the full commercial value, although 
the housing value is not more than 
£7,000. If the ratepayers had purchased 
that land in the first instance they would 
have got the benefit of it. 


Working Classes. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RUSSELL, Tyrone, 8.) pointed out that 
when this Bill became an Act of Parlia- 
ment it could only be put into operation 
after the Council had adopted Part III. of 
the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 
1890. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said that 
throughout the twelve years he had been 
connected with the London County 
Council he had not blown hot and cold 
upon this question, but he had strenu- 
ously advocated the acquisition of land 
for houses for the working classes, and 
strenuously opposed it for any other pur- 
pose. If the London County Council, or 
any other county council, required land 
with the intention of putting working- 
class dwellings upon it, then they had it 
on the authority of the Attorney General 
and the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board that the power would be 
granted. To insert this Amendment would 
frustrate the object hon. Members oppo- 
site desired to secure, because it would 
make people believe what they would not. 
otherwise have supposed—that the object 
of the Amendment was to enable the 
London County Council, as was hinted 
by the hon. Member for Stepney, to in- 
dulge not merely in land speculation, but 
in land operations which were foreign to 
their purpose and entirely outside their 
province. 


Sr HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): I think there is some mis- 
apprehension as to the effect of this 
clause, and also as to the Amendment. 
There can be no doubt that the hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary to the Local 
Government Board was perfectly right in 
saying that there is ample power under 
this clause to acquire land. In regard to 
that there need be no fear whatever in 
the mind of any hon. Member ; but the 
Amendment raises another point which I 
think is well worthy of the consideration 
of the House-and the Government. The 
hon. Member for Chelsea asked why 
should we now be called upon to provide 
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lodging-houses for a longer period than 
ten years? Simply for the very reason 
that at the end of ten years the land will 
cost twice as much as it will now. That 
is the true reason for making this pro- 
posal. The Government say that if you 
take this clause as it now stands the law 
will be that the London County Council 
have the power to go outside their district 
to buy land for the purpose of erecting 
these lodging-houses upon it. They 
would not be empowered by this Amend- 
ment to do what my hon. friend fhe 
Member for Stepney wishes them to 
do, and they would have no power 
to speculate and acquire large tracts of 
country for anything approaching land 
nationalisation. They would, however, 
be able to get what they thought was 
necessary for supplying the needs of their 
district for housing the working-classes 
either now or ten years hence. With all 
due respect to my hon. friend behind me, 
I think the words of the Amendment are 
not the best that could be put in, but I 
mean to support this Amendment, because 
what I desire is that the London County 
Council, or any other county council not 
necessarily confined to London, shall not 
be compelled by the Local Government 
Board to sell land if they are not able to 
use it immediately for the purpose of 
erecting lodging-houses. I am not going 
to underrate the Local Government 
Board in this matter, but I do think that 
the municipality in London or elsewhere 
would be better able to judge as to what 
were the future needs of its district with 
regard to the erection of dwellings for 
the working classes than a central depart- 
ment. I see no possible danger likely to 
arise, and I do think that it would be a 
very great gain if this Amendment were 
adopted, certainly to the London County 
Council and the county councils of all 
our large towns, if they could buy a 
sufficient quantity of land in order 
to prevent that land being put up 
in price against them when they want 
to buy it at a future time, when its value 
will have increased in consequence of the 
very purchase they have made. 


Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) 
thought the clause as it stood enabled 
county councils to acquire and hold land 
for the purpose of erecting workmen’s 
dwellings upon it. 

Mr. THORNTON (Clapham) said he 
had had some experience upon this ques- 


Sir Henry Fowler. 


{COMMONS} 
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tion, and he had seen the co-operative 
system in practice. He thought muni- 
cipalities would be wise in buying land in 
larger quantities, and the Bill would be 
inoperative unless municipalities had the 
power of holding the land for some term 
of years. If this Bill was to be a success 
they should allow this idea to be carried 
out. 


Working Classes. 


Sirk ROBERT REID: May I add one 
word upon the views which have been ex- 
pressed. The Attorney General has told 
us what he understands the law to be. If 
the London County Council desires to 
buy land it may buy for immediate pur. 
poses, and it may buy land with a view 
to future wants. It may hold the land 
with the consent of the Local Government 
Board, but as the Attorney General told 
us, no doubt perfectly truly, what the 
Local Government Board would be likely 
to do would be to allow the land to be 
bought for immediate requirements, but 
if you want it for some more or less 
remote period you may not hold it. That 
is the substance of the law as stated by 
the Attorney General, and that is the law 
which my right hon. friend the Member 
for East Wolverhampton wishes to see 
amended. That is the object of this 
Amendment, and I do press this point 
upon the Government for consideration. 
Why should we not authorise the local 
authorities to acquire land to meet the 
needs that will arise in view of the future 
expansion of their districts? We do not 
wish to see land speculations entered upon 
by the local authorities, but there is a 
very long way between acquiring land for 
immediate expansions, and future expan- 
sions which may not take place for the 
next five or ten years; and there is a 
very wide difference between providing 
for that and providing for anything in 
the nature of land speculation. There is 
a very important principle underlying 
this Amendment, and I do hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will not be inflexible, but 
will consider whether some such proposal 
as my hon. friend has made may not be 
entertained. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I think the hon, 


Gentleman has rather misrepresented 


what fell from the Attorney General.’ 


The powers of local authorities to buy 
land and hold it for the purpose of estab- 
lishing lodging-houses are absolutely 
unfettered, and there is no restriction 
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upon them whatever. Then comes the 
question as to what is to be done with 
that land if it is not required for the 
purpose for which it was bought. It is 
only under those circumstances that the 
land must be sold, and I am fortified in 
this view by the opinion of the Attorney 
General. The Amendment is absolutely 
unnecessary, for all the powers exist at 
the present moment under the present 
law to do what hon. Gentlemen opposite 
desire, and which we on this side desire 
no less than they do. It is perfectly 
clear that there is no substantial difference 
of opinion between us. I said that I 
would reconsider this matter if my hon. 
friend desired it, and in consultation with 
the Attorney General I will satisfy myself 
as to whether or not the statement I 
made in the earlier part of the debate 
was absolutely correct, and if the present 
law does not provide for the view which 
I have expressed, we will make it perfectly 
clear in the Bill. I agree very largely 
with my right hon. friend the Member 
for East Wolverhampton, but I believe 
that the views of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite are fully met by the existing 
law. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) said it 
was of the utmost importance that the 
old definition of surplus land should be 
varied for the purposes of this Act. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. Gentle- 
man has made a very fair offer if it in- 
cludes all that we on this side of the 
House are asking for, but that is a point 
on which we are not quite clear. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that the law as 
it stands will do all that is asked for on 
this side of the House, but does the right 
hon. Gentleman understand that the 
powers we ask for include the holding of 
land for the prospective wants of a district? 
If that is so, and if the right hon. Gentle- 
man and the Attorney General agree to 
look into the words to see if they really 
carry that out, then I think that most of 
us will be satisfied with that undertaking. 
But our point is that it should include the 
prospective wants, and not merely imme- 
diate requirements at the time the 
acquisition of the land is made, and that 
is the whole matter. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: The local authority 
can acquire land for prospective use at 


any future period whatever, subject to the 


VOL. LXXXIV. [(FourrH Srrtgs.] 
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condition—“ unless the Local Govern- 
ment Board otherwise direct.” 


Sir HENRY FOWLER: I do not 
quite accept the statement that there is 
no doubt as to what the meaning of this 
provision is. The Attorney General 
made it clear that unless this land was 
wanted for immediate use within a 
reasonable time the Local Government 
Board would be bound to direct its sale. 
I will make this suggestion, which I 
think my hon. friend behind me will 
accept. My suggestion is to add the 
words “for supplying the present and 
future needs of the district.” I think 
those words would make the meaning 
perfectly clear. There would not be very 
much of a concession in this case, because 
the right hon. Gentleman says he is 
satisfied that the power is there already ; 
but what we want is to introduce some- 
thing about which there will be no mis- 
conception, either on the one side or the 
other, as to what the theaning really is. 
We do not want any land speculations, 
but we do want power in order that the 
county council may hold land fora period 
of ten years or more if necessary. They 
should have power to buy a certain 
quantity of land to supply the future 
needs of their districts. 


Sik ROBERT FINLAY : I understand 
the right hon. Gentleman not to differ 
from me as to the law on the subject, but 
he has made it clear that what he wants 
is some alteration of the law as contained 
in Section 157 of the Public Health Act, 
1875. The aspirations expressed by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite were in some respects 
of a rather vague character, and before 
saying that we are disposed to favourably 
consider any proposal for the alteration 
of the law I should like to know precisely 
what is the nature of the alteration we 
are asked to consider. The view of the 
Government at present is that the law as 
stated in Section 157 of the Public Health 
Act is perfectly adequate. It checks 
abuses, and it gives every reasonable 
facility for carrying out the object in view. 
That section states that if the land is not 
required for the purposes for which it was 
bought it shall be sold unless the Local 
Government Board otherwise orders. If 
it is proposed to alter the law in this 
particular case I should certainly desire 
to know with some precision what the 
proposed alteration is. 


2L 
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Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin): | 


I agree with my hon. and learned friend | 
that we ought to know what we are 
driving at in this matter, and that it | 
would be well if the Amendment assumed | 
a more definite shape. We are, after all, 
searching for some amendment of the 
law, or, at least, the practice of the law, 
and I would wish to make a definite 
suggestion or the matter. Before I come 
to that, I may say that I have remarked 
that the discussion has been mainly con- 
fined to the operations of the London 
County Council, but any alteration of the 
law will, of course, extend to every county 
council in the country, and we should 
bear that in mind. I understand it 
is common ground as_ between the 
Attorney General and my right hon. friend 
the Member for East Wolverhampton 
that the law as it at present stands gives 
a council the fullest power to acquire 
land. That is agreed on, and the only 
difference is as to retaining land not im- 
mediately wanted for the purpose for 
which it was acquired. As the Attorney 
General has stated, that depends on 
Section 157 of the Act of 1875, 
which gives the Local Government 
Board discretion in the matter. The 
Local Government Board, of course, 
acts on some principle in exercising its 
discretion, but I think the practice has 
been that the land should be sold if there 
is not a speedy prospect of its being em- 
ployed for the purpose for which it was 
acquired. The suggestion I would make 
is that we should introduce into this Bill 
words to the effect that the Local Govern- 
ment Board, in determining whether land 
should be sold, should consider the early 
future as well as the immediate future. 
If the duty is thrown upon the Local 
Government Board they can satisfy the | 
legitimate aspirations of the London 
County Council and other county councils | 
without running the danger of the London | 
County Council, for instance, buying up | 
a whole county. We might give the! 
Local Government Board a lead in the | 
matter by directing that in exercising | 
their discretion they should consider the | 
probable early use as well as the imme- | 
diate use of the land, and should not 
order land to be sold because it was not | 
required for a period of five years or | 
thereabouts. Ido nut want any imme- | 
diate reply to my suggestion. I merely | 
throw it out for consideration. 
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Mr. CHAPLIN: In reply to my right 
hon. friend I may say that that is the 
practice of the Local Government Board 


| now. 


Sirk WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 


| Ilkeston) : All these cases have to be con- 


sidered from a practical point of view 
as well as from a legal point of view. 
When a local authority desires to acquire 
land it usually asks the sanction of the 
Local Government Board to raise a loan, 


‘and in giving that sanction the Local 


Government Board, as a rule, considers 
the purpose for which the land is to be 
acquired, as well as the immediate needs 
of the locality. The consequence is that 
the tendency in all such cases is to limit 
the amount of land purchased to what is 


“necessary to meet the immediate require- 


ments of the locality concerned. If Bir- 
mingham wishes to buy land in Worces- 
tershire for the purpose of housing its 
working-class population, and if it wishes 
to house a thousand people, the Local 
Government Board would look at the pro- 
posal with a view to the amount of land 
required for the housing of that particu- 
lar number. It would be infinitely better, 
however, if Birmingham were able to 
acquire twenty or thirty, or even fifty 
acres of land, because then it would be in 
a position to meet future requirements. 
But under the existing practice, when 
future requirements arise Birmingham 
would be compelled to purchase addi- 
tional Jand at an enhanced value, which 
its previous improvements had produced. 
If Birmingham had originally purchased 
a small plot of ten acres, and wished to 
add another ten acres, it would have to 
pay an undue price, because of the very 
money it had previously spent in the 
locality. The Amendment would avoid 
that. We wish that the local authorities 
should be able to purchase land, not only 
for immediate wants, but also for future 
wants. There is no danger of specu- 
lations in land or anything of that 
kind. The central authority — will 
always refuse its sanction, and I have 
known such cases within my own know- 
ledge. If a local authority wishes to 
purchase an estate of 1,500 acres, unless, 
possibly, it was the London County 
Council, power would be refused ; but if 
it wanted to purchase 100 acres in view 
of the future wants of the community it 
represents, I think it ought to have the 
necessary power. There is not the 
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slightest danger in adding the Amend- to propose to impose a special tax on all 
ment to the Bill. It will encourage local | unoccupied land in the neighbourhood of 
authorities to proceed in the useful work of | towns in order to increase the induce- 
housing their poor by municipalities out- | ments to the owner to part with it on 
side their own areas. There would not be | reasonable terms. I would point out to 
the least danger in carrying it out, and it | the right hon. Gentleman that the pro- 
would add to the efficiency of the Act. _| posal now before the Committee is more 
| moderate and more conciliatory to the 

Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : | landed interest than the very stringent 
The County Council of London has no | recommendation of the Commission. ‘The 
power whatever to purchase land for| whole object of this Amendment is to 
future requirements, although it has | forestall the enormous prospective value 
ample powers to purchase land for present | of land, and to prevent ratepayers in 
requirements. The real point, however, | urban communities being compelled to 
is to provide for future requirements, | pay needlessly heavy rates in the future, 
more especially in London, though also 
in some other places. I refer to London | 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: With refer- 





because it is the local authority with 
which I am best acquainted. In London, 
and no doubt in many other places, a very 
great deal is lost in dealing with this 
question through want of prescience, 
foresight, and provision for the future. 
Where ten acres only may be needed for 
immediate pressing requirements it 
would sometimes be wise to purchase 
forty or fifty acres. The preparation for 


| ence to the suggestion of my right hon. 
|friend the Member for Bodmin, my im- 
pression is that the power he proposes 
already exists. If I understand the right 
hon. Gentleman opposite rightly, he sug- 
gests that the powers should be extended 
to enable municipal councils to acquire 
land, even though they do not want to 
| build lodging-houses at present. That is 
| a very different matter from the proposal 
While no one would desire 





the housing of the working classes is | in the Bill. 
quite as important as the actual | to restrict unduly the power of the local 
housing. One of our greatest diffi-| authority to acquire land if there was 
culties in clearing away slums in order | some reasonable probability that in the 
to substitute better houses is that the old | near future it would be wanted for the. 
houses have to be pulled down before the | building of lodging-houses, very great 
new houses can be built. Under these | care would be needed to see that we do 
circumstances a great many of the people | not authorise the local authority to 
are permanently displaced — many of | acquire land merely on the ground that 
them may be rightly displaced—and they | at some time or another it might be 
make still greater the pressure of housing | utilised for this purpose. The whole 
elsewhere. If we had the power to look | subject will be carefully considered by 
forward in this matter we might in many | the Government between this and the 
instances be able to erect the new houses | Report stage, and I can assure the right 
in time to receive the occupants of the | hon. and hon. Members on the other side 
slums who would be dispossessed. This | of the House that while the Government 
is one of the most important features of | are anxious not to do anything which 
the whole question. [ am not pressing | might lead to what has been called land 
the Government to adopt this Amend- | speculation in acquiring land under these 
ment, but I would press them to adopt its | powers with the mere idea that in the 
principle in some form or other, in order | future it might come in useful, there is 
that power should be given to the local | every desire on their part to see that the 
authorities to purchase land, not only for | local authorities should have power which 
the present, but the prospective needs of | may be beneficial for enabling them to 
their localities. /acquire land when it may be secured 
| advantageously for the community, with- 
Mr. CHANNING: I should like to! out waiting to the last moment when they: 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that we ‘ are pressed for the immediate use of it. | 
are trying to carry out such recommenda- 
tions of the Housing of the Working) Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8S.) 
Classes Commission as are advisable, | said that the discretionary powers vested 
and that, with a view to cheapening land|in the London County Council were 
in towns, the Commission went so far as| limited. Before the London County 
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Council could acquire any land for the , 
purposes of any improvement they had, 
first of all, to pass a resolution in favour | 
of that improvement. However eligible | 
a piece of land might be for some contem- 
plated improvement, they had no statutory 
power to purchase that land before the 
improvement was actually resolved upon. 
The object of the Amendment involved, 
in that view, an alteration of ,the law, 
which the experience of the London 
County Council had shown to be ex- 
tremely desirable. He might say that 
proposals had been made from time to 
time for the acquisition of extremely 
desirable property for municipal improve- 
ments, and which could then have been 
obtained at a low figure; but when the 
resolution to acquire that property was 
proposed the price immediately went up. 
Having regard to that experience, he 
trusted the Attorney General would 
receive this Amendment favourably. 
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Mr. PICKERSGILL said that the 


Working Classes. 


‘right hon. Gentleman ,the Member for 


East Wolverhampton proposed as an alter- 
native to his Amendment, to insert after 
the words, “for supplying,” the words, 
“the present and future needs of their 
district.” He might point out, in answer 
to the picture of the municipality en- 
gaging in land speculation which the At- 
torney General had drawn before the Com- 
mittee, that the word ‘‘ needs” seemed 
to sufficiently safeguard against their 
embarking on land speculation. If the 
Government were prepared to accept the 
suggestion of the right hon. Gentleman 
he would be very glad to withdraw his 


| Amendment, but failing that, he proposed 


CAPTAIN PRETY MAN (Suffolk, Wood- | 


bridge) said he did not know anything 
more calculated to rush up the priee of 
land than that local bodies should be 
allowed to enter the noble army of land 
speculators. When anyone bought land 
cheap it was not with the object of 
cheapening the price of adjoining land, 
and if local bodies were to be allowed to 
acquire land in this distinctly specula- 
tive manner, it would be their interest 
that the adjoining land should go up in 
value, and not in the direction of 
cheapening it. He questioned whether it 
would be in the interest of the ratepayers 
that their representatives should be 
allowed to enter the army of iand specu- 
lators and buy land in this manner in the 
open market, because they thought that 
they might want that land at some future 
time. Land did not always rise, it 
sometimes fell in value ; and it was quite 
possible, if the land was not wanted for 
some years, that the prosperous times 
then existing might rapidly become less 
prosperous, that the large prospective 
influx of workmen to the district might 
never come, that the land might never be 
required for workmen’s houses, and that 
great loss would fall on the municipality. 
That was the experience of those who 
had had to do with the buying and selling 
of land. The acceptance of the Amend- 
ment would not tend at all to cheapen the 
price of land, but would rather have an 
opposite effect. 


Wr. Lawson Walton. 


to take a division. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Gloucestershire, Stroud) 
said that the point raised was a very im- 
portant one, especially in connection with 
what had been said by the Attorney 
General. What the hon. and learned 
Member for South Leed: had said was 
perfectly accurate—that land could only 
be taken by municipalities for statutory 
purposes which could be defined. He 
thought that that restrietion should be 
preserved ; and he did not agree that the 
proposal suggested by the hon. Member 
on the other side of the House would at 


‘all cheapen the acquisition of land. It 


would have exactly the opposite effect. 
If they allowed corporations to join, he 
would not say land speculators, but 
other purchasers of land, the value of the 
land would be enhanced. For, as re- 
garded those plots of land, the very fact 
of there being a new purchaser in the 
market would enhance their value. That 
was not only the case in London, but in 
other localities. But, on the other hand, 
land had not always gone up in value ; it 
had sometimes gone down. His experi- 
ence was that the latter result occurred 
as often as the former. But the reason 
why he rose was to say that he hoped the 
Government, in considering the matter 
before the Report stage was reached, 
would not give up what was the true 
principle in all these cases, which was, not 
to allow corporate bodies to purchase land 
at their mere will, but only in respect of 
statutory duties or obligations thrown 
upon them. So far as the suggestion of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Wolverhampton was concerned, if they 
used the words “ present or future needs,” 


‘they would take away all present safe- 
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guards. 
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He was not, at 


moment, considering the question from | 
the ratepayers’ point of view ; 
mere matter of business he thought it | 
was a mistake to take away the restric- | 
tion of the existing law, the absence | 
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the present | 
values. 
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| Noes, 204. 
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of which might lead to confusion in land 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 132 ; 


(Division List No. 154.) 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 








Clause 2 :— 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The next Amend- 
ment standing in the name of the hon. 
Member is unnecessary, because the sec- 
tion which he proposes to make inapplic- 
able is so already by the Act. The 
Amendment standing in the name of the 
hon. Member for East Northamptonshire 
might be brought up more conveniently 
as a new clause. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: Upon a 
point of order, Sir, I think the Amend 
ment standing in my name should precede 





that standing in the name of. the hon. 
Member for East Northamptonshire. In 
Clause 2 I propose to leave out “ with 
the consent of the county council,” 
in order to insert the words, ‘shall on an 
order being made by the Local Govern- 
ment Board.” The object of this Amend- 
ment is to bring about some compulsion 
with regard to the local authority. We 
had to-day an extraordinarily interesting 
document issued by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, calling attention to the 
powers which local authorities had under 
the’ Act of 1890, and also under the 
powers of the Public Health Act, which 


& 
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might well have been issued some time | Amendment proposed— 
ago. Under those Acts there are large) «yy page 1, lines 10 and 11, to leave out 
powers vested in the local authorities | « with consent of the County Council,’ in order 
which, unfortunately, the local authorities | to insert, ‘Shall on an order being made by the 
seldom avail themselves of, the result | eel Government Board.’” — (Sir Walter 
being that local authorities do not do their *°”) 
duty with regard to the housing of the Question proposed, “That the words 
people. I believe that state of things | proposed to be left out stand part of the 
will go on until there is some radical | clause.” 
alteration in the law, and for that reason | 
I move the Amendment which I have just; *Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
read. In the opinion of many the county | shire, Forest of Dean): If you put it in 
council should be the authority which | that way will not you shut out the Amend- 
should compel these bodies to act, andthe | ment of the hon. Member for East North- 
Bill itself proposes that the county council |amptonshire, which raises a different 
should supervise the action of the district | point ? 
council in the housing of the poor. But | 
there is one objection to that. Inall| *Tuz CHAIRMAN: That raises the 
these matters we require some effective same point. 
central body to carry out the law. We 
have now in villages in this country, and *Sir CHARLES DILKE: I submit 
in large centres of population many that it raises quite a different point. 
thousands of people housed in houses 
injurious to the health and the *THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
morality of those who inhabit them. maynotbeaware that the hon. Member for 
I want that altered, and if my Amend- | East Northamptonshire ‘has a manuscript 
ment is carried I believe it will be, because Amendment which differs from that put 
it will become the imperative duty of the down on the Paper, and which raises 
district councils to inquire into the housing exactly the same point. 
of these people. When I was a member 
of the Local Government Board certain’ *Sir CHARLES DILKE: But other 
reports were sent up by our inspectors as_ Members may have Amendments ; per- 
to the colliery villages in the north of | sonally I am against this Amendment, but 
England which were absolutely heart-| I shall vote for the other, and if you put 
rending, but the Local Government Board | the first word “only” it would not shut 
was unable to remedy that state of things, | out that Amendment. 
and the local authority unwilling to exer- 
cise its powers. I desire, when represen-| Mr. CHAPLIN: The hon. Member 
tations are made, that the Local Govern- | commenced his observation by a reference 
ment Board should hold an inquiry | to a circular issued by the Local Govern- 
into the housing of the people in the dis-/ ment Board which he said might have 
trict complained of, and if they find the been advantageously issued some time 
condition of things injurious to the health |ago. That being so, why did he not 
or morals of the people they should have | issue it ? 
power to issue an order compelling the 
local authority to enter into a scheme for| Sirk WALTER FOSTER: I foresaw 
rehousing the people. Under this Bill, if | that point and expected the right hon. 
passed in its present form, there will be Gentleman to make it, but when the late 
the usual process, extending over many Liberal Government was in office it was 
months, before any attempt is made to | not in my power, and my chief was occu- 
grapple with the evil. In nearly all rural pied in changing the whole constitution 
istricts the Act is a dead letter, and | of the local authorities in rural districts, 
where it is not it takes many weary | and was not prepared to do so. 
months before anything can be done to | 
solve the problem. In one case, before) Mr. CHAPLIN: I should have said, 
eight cottages could be built, it took two | why did not the Local Government 
inquiries and nearly two years. That| Board doso. But as a matter of fact a 
system is one which I do not think will | similar circular was issued some time ago. 
commend itself to the House. Therefore|I am not precisely aware of the date. 
I beg to move. | The Amendment of the hon. Member, 
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like that which is proposed to be moved by 
the hon. Member for East Northampton- 
shire, is not upon the Paper, but I think 
I understand the object both hon. Mem- 
bers have in view. It is intended to do 
two things. First it is proposed to make 
it compulsory for all district councils to 
enforce the Act whether they desire to or 
not, and it is proposed to do away with 
any necessity for the county council. 
The first question which occurs to me is, 
who is to enforce it if the district council 
thinks it undesirable or unnecessary? I 
am. I am aware of no power by which it 
could be enforced, except by issue of a 
mandamus by the Local Government 
Board. Is that a course which the hon. 
Gentleman thinks desirable or right ? Are 
we to issue mandamuses against all the 


district councils in the country for the | 


purpose of compelling them to enforce 
this Act? It would be interfering with | 
one of the most sacred privileges of self- | 
government, of which the hon. Gentleman | 
is one of the most able exponents, and I 
further believe it would be impossible. | 
Then, as to the second proposition—that 
the county council should be dispensed 


with. There are several good reasons to | 


be advanced for keeping the law as it is ; 


and there were good reasons, when the | 
was | 
originally debated, for making the county | 


Working Classes; Housing Act 
council the governing power of the Act. 
They must have a better opportunity of 
acquiring local knowledge and ascertain- 
ing the views, wishes, desires, and neces- 
sities of the people in a particular district 
than the Local Government Board, which 
if it increased its inspectors by an army 
would be unable to obtain such informa- 
tion. One of the great reasons why the 
consent of the county council was re- 
quired on this part of the Act was that 
the county council at all events would 
be free from any kind of pressure which 
might possibly be brought to bear on 
members of a district council, and I think | 
that such a supposition is only reasonable. 
I think it would be very undesirable that | 
it should be made compulsory for district | 
councils to enforce this Act, and very un- | 
desirable that these local authorities | 
should become the universal landlord of 
the cottages of the people under these 
circumstances. Moreover, all incentive in 
private enterprise would be lost. At the 
present moment, although many landlords 
are grievously poor, and are not able to 
carry out the same amount of improve- 


Mr. Chaplin. 
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ments, much good has been done even in 
districts where it is even now very un- 
certain whether great quantities of land 
will remain in cultivation or not. We 
have some experience of this. Take the 
case of Ireland, where there are numerous 
powers vested in local authorities for 
the provision of the people. Notwith- 
standing all these powers we find, if hon. 
Members refer to the Report of the 
Labour Commission, that the accommoda- 
tion for labourers in Ireland is worse than 
in either England or Scotland. Nothing 
is done by private enterprise, the land- 
lords having long given up building 
cottages, because the control of their 
| property has been taken from them. All 
| these powers which the hon. Gentleman 
| desires to give by his Amendment have 
been given to the local authorities, and 
| that is the result. I think it is un- 
| desirable that these powers should be 
given to the local authorities, and that 
being so, I regret that I cannot accept the 
Amendment. 





| *Mr. CHANNING: As I shall not be im 
order in bringing my Amendment forward 
after what you “have said, Sir, I should 
| just like to say what the object of that 
Amendment was. It will be in the 
recollection of some of those who followed 
the discussion of the Act of 1890 through 
'the Committee stage upstairs that the 
right of appeal to the County Council in 
rural districts by ratepayers and local 
authorities was expressly given on an 
Amendment of my own. The appeal was 
| then extended from London to the rural 
districts. I should argue, by analogy, that 
it would be desirable to extend the power 
of appeal to the county council in the 
present Act in respect to Part 3. There- 
fore I cannot see my way to support the 
| Amendment of my hon. friend. 


| *Smr F. 8. POWELL (Wigan) : I wish 
to make one or two observations on this, 
'as I think, most dangerous proposal from 
the other side of the House. My ex- 
| perience has certainly taught me that the 
loccasions are few indeed where any 
| benefit arises from putting the power to 
enforce the execution of an Act of Parlia- 
ment ina central authority. The only 
method of procedure is by mandamus, 
which is a cumbrous, expensive, and in- 
effective process. We have had experience 
of this in dealing with the execution of the 
Vaccination Act. There are many stories 
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told of persons who have gone to prison, but | 
the result of the action taken has been to | 
show the inefficiency of that method of | 
procedure. I certainly, being anxious for | 
the success of this Bill, do not desire to 

put into it any provisions which are in- | 
effectual and likely to be attended with 

harmful results. I think we ought to 

remember that if there is the ultimate 

power of mandamus the moral authority of 
the local council 1s greater than any other. 

There is another reason which I have in my 

mind when I speak of my surprise on 

hearing this Amendment from the other 

side. I confess I have more confidence | 
in the local authorities than hon. 

Gentlemen opposite seem to have. The 

local authorities were largely constituted 

by the right hon. Member for East Wol- 

verhampton. I myself have faith in the 

authorities which he created. I do not | 
wish to impair the exercise of their dis- 
cretion. I do not wish to discourage 
them from good works. Holding those 
opinions with regard to the local authori- 
ties, I entirely deprecate this proposal, 
and I hope it will not receive the sanction 
of the Committee. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade): I rather hoped | 
that some compromise would be found in 
regard to this question, and that the 
right hon. Gentleman in charge of the 
Bill might have indicated what would | 
have seemed to other Members of the 
House the groundwork of concession on 
his part. What I think my hon. friend | 
the Member for Ilkeston means, is that 
the great weakness of the machinery of 
the Housing of the Working Classes Act 
in the rural districts is the want of any 
real power anywhere to bring pressure 
to bear upon, and in the last resort to 
compel, an unwilling rural authority—and 
there are a great number of slow-moving 
local authorities—to do their duty in 
cases where the provision for the housing 
of the working classes is insufficient. My 
hon. friend has moved an Amendment 
which I am bound to say does seem to me 
to strike rather severely at the ideas of 
local government which, I think, are held 
on both sides of the House. I am not 
saying that the day may not come when 
the strong interference of a central autho- 
rity may be necessary, but only a few 
years have elapsed since any effective 
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machinery was given at all for dealing 
with those in the rural districts. The 
rural authorities are young in years. They 
came into existence in 1894, and a great 
many duties were imposed upon them for 
the first time. I am the very first to 


side with my hon. friend the Member for 


Ilkeston that there are great and urgent 
problems in the rural districts as in some 
of our large towns, but if this Amend- 


' ment of his were carried I am afraid it 


would act rather as a discouragement 


‘than an encouragement to the local 
authorities in the matter. 


I have put. 
down an Amendment to insert after the 
word “council” some words taken directly 
from the sixteenth section of the Local 
Government Act of 1894, which I ven- 
ture to think was one of the most useful 
clauses of the great measure we owe to 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
East Wolverhampton. That is a clause 
under which a county council could, 
under certain circumstances, set the 


‘law in motion against a rural council 


not doing its duty. The words which 
describe the preliminary state of things 
which has to exist before the county 
council can act are “if satisfied after due 
inquiry.” I hope that the right hon. 
Gentleman will accept of these words im 


place of the long proviso in Section 2. 


Athough the words in the second section 
may be harmless, my fear is that they 


| will be a great temptation to the county 


councils to take a narrow and limited 


' view of their duties instead of a wide and 


general view. I figure to myself a county 
council going into this matter. Of course 
there has to be a localinquiry. A county 
council would not think of issuing an 
order about the housing of the working 
classes without sending one of its officials. 
ora committee of its own body to the 
spot to inquire into the matter. I have 
also placed on the Paper an Amendment 
which I think is closely connected with 
the first one—that is, to introduce the 
second sub-section of the Local Govern- 
ment Act of 1894, and enact that if a 
county council is satisfied, after the lapse 
of a certain period of time, that a rural 
council either cannot or will not do itsduty, 
it should have the same power which is 
provided in the sixteenth section of the 
Local Government Act of 1894, to substi- 
tute itself for the local council, and exercise 
all the powers of the local council in 
regard to all the matters which are speci- 
fically enumerated in the sixteenth section, 
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roads. My right hon. friend the Member 
for East Wolverhampton will explain to 
the House what that clause relates to, and 
I hope I may be allowed to say, as having 
had some experience of county council 
administration, that there is no section in 
the Local Government Act of 1894 which 
is working a more gradual improvement 


in the position of things in the,rural dis- | 
I wish | 


tricts than the sixteenth section. 
to apply the principle that underlies that 
clause to the present state of things. We 
shall do more by that means than if we 
try to bring pressure to bear through any 
great central department in London. My 


right hon. friend who is in charge of the | 
Bill would find, even with an army of | 


inspectors, a difficulty in examining into 
affairs and issuing orders in regard to 
little parishes in remote parts of counties. 
Therefore, I trust the suggestion I have 
made will be considered by the right hon. 
Gentleman. I shall in the next Amend- 
ment move the insertion of the words I 
wish introduced. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I do not know 
whether it may save the noble Lord the 
trouble of moving the Amendment if I 
state that the Committee is placed ina 
very peculiar position. I think it is 
almost unprecedented. We have had 
one hon. Gentleman opposite moving an 
Amendment to do away altogether with 


the consent of the county councils and to 


allow the rural councils to be un- 
trammelled by any body except the Local 
Government Board. Another 
— member of the Front Opposition 

nch, however, tells us that he disap- 


proves entirely of the proposal, and that | 
he is going himself to move an Amend- | 


ment, the effect of which will be to 
enable the county councils to override 
the rural district councils. This a most 
remarkable exhibition of the unanimity 
which prevails on the Front Opposition 
Bench, and in these circumstances I 
feel sure that I shall act far more wisely 
if [ adhere to my own proposal until the 
members of the Front Opposition Bench 
are able to make up their mind and sub- 
mit a proposal they are agreed upon. 


Sirk WALTER FOSTER: If we are 
not in complete agreement, at all events 
we have the virtue of originality in pro- 
posing Amendments. The Amendment I 
propose has scarcely been understood 


Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice. 


{COMMONS} 


distin- | 
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either by the Committee or by the right 
hon. Gentleman. I do not propose any- 
thing like some swooping down on the 
local authorities unless these authorities 
should absolutely neglect their duty to 
their constituencies; and when a local 
authority does neglect its duty, I 
think it is high time that we 
should put in operation some power 
to compel them to discharge their 
duty. If they discharge their duties so 
| inefficiently that they add to the miseries 
of human life, I think some central 
authority should have the power to com- 
pel them to mitigate those miseries. We 
'have only three or four instances in 
which cottages have been built under 
the Act since 1890. There was in 
|one case a war going on in the eastern 
| counties for eighteen months with respect 
| to the building of eight cottages. I want 
' to provide a stimulus by legislation which 
| will force the local authorities to do their 
work. The right hon. Gentleman says my 
Amendment would interfere with the 
| private efforts of landowners in the way 
| of building cottages for the people. I am 
glad to say that there are many land- 
' owners who look after the housing of the 
people, and no attempt will be made to 
interfere with them; but I say that 
where a scandal has grown up, and the 
medical officer has made a special report 
on the subject to his local authority, 
showing that the condition of the housing 
of the people is so bad that it is dangerous 
to the whole community, the ratepayers 
‘should have an opportunity of apply- 
ing not to a local authority, but to 
‘the Local Government Board, asking 
| them to remedy the state of affairs. The 
Local Government Bozrd is not a body 
that swoops down next day with a man- 
damus. That Board moves with delibera- 
tion and generally with wisdom. The 
Board, under these circumstances, would 
immediately communicate with the local 
/authority complained of. They would 
send down a statement and say that such 
and such things were complained of as 
regards the housing of the people. The 
local authorities would have their atten- 
tion called to this, and would send back a 
| statement in justification of their position, 
or they would more likely send back a 
statement that they were about to take 
steps. If so, the whole matter would end 
and the evil would be cured. If they 
wrote back justifying their position, and 
| stating that there was no occasion for 
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putting the Housing of the Working Classes 
Act of 1890 into force, the Local Govern- 
ment Board would say, “The state- 
ments sent to us are so and so, and 
you have not controverted them. You 


have declined to move, and we must 


send down an inspector.” By inquiry on 
the spot that inspector woula see with his 
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“if satisfied after due inquiry,” adopt 
| Part 3 of the Housing of the Working 
Classes Act, either for the whole of their 
| district or places therein. 


Mr. CHAPLIN said the Amendment 
was unnecessary, because inquiries would 
be held as a matter of course. 


own eyes whether there was any necessity | 


for putting the Act into force, and having | 
done that, he would report to the Pre- | 


sident of the Local Government Board, 
who would take the whole matter into con- 
sideration, and then only, if the body still 
remained recalcitrant, would he think of 
enforcing the law. If they did not carry 
out the Act he would be able to threaten 


them with proceedings to compel them to | 
The right hon. Gentleman has | 


do so. 
shown his courage in connection with the 


Vaccination Act, and there are matters | 


with respect to the housing of the people 
where there is as great necessity in the 
interest of public health and well-being 
that the law should be enforced. I do not 
think you would require to proceed by 
mandamus against any large number of 
local authorities. I believe the local 
authorities would rise to the occasion 


without any recourse to the courts of law. | 
I know from my own personal know- | 
ledge that there are hundreds of local | 


authorities doing their duty in this coun- 
try. There are others that are neglect- 
ing the well-being of the localities, and I 


think we ought to have a stronger power 
than is possessed at present to compel | 


those bodies, sometimes ignorant and 
slothful, and sometimes too much afraid 


of increasing the rates, to do what is | 


necessary for the well-being of the people 
over whom they rule. As I think my 
Amendment would shut out some others, 


and as there is a feeling against the | 


central authority dealing in the way I 
suggest, I am willing to withdraw the 
Amendment. I have moved this Amend- 
ment not in any spirit of hostility to 
Local Government, but because I be- 
lieve such powers in the background 


would cause local authorities to attend | 
more efficiently to the well-being of the | 


people. 


Amendment negatived. 


Sm HENRY FOWLER stated that a 
similar precedent had been followed in 
the Act of 1894. The Amendment now 
proposed was one which would strengthen 
and not weaken the Bill. It would pre- 
|vent inquiries from being of such a 
protracted nature as they otherwise 
would be. 


*Mr. CHANNING said he understood 
that one of the objects of the Bill was to 
shorten the number of stages which would 
lead up to the consummation they wished 
—namely, the provision of houses for the 
working classes. He distinctly objected to 
his noble friend’s Amendment, because it 
would compel a county council to initiate 
on every occasion a full local inquiry into 
‘all the circumstances, and would thus 
bring in again the stages of procedure 
of Section 53, which it was the chief 
merit of the Bill to combine. He hoped 
the right hon. Gentleman would not 
accept the Amendment. 


ComMANDER BETHELL (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness): The hon. Member 
is quite mistaken in thinking the 
county council will inquire again into 
the matter if the evidence is brought 
before them by the persons interested. 
|I think it is much better that it should 
be left open whether they shculd inquire 
'by means of their own agents or be 
satisfied with the evidence brought before 
|them, and I recommend my right hon. 
friend not to accept the Amendment of 
the noble Lord. 


| Sm WALTER FOSTER: I think 
there is some misconception in reference 
to this inquiry. One of the merits of the 
Bill at first sight was that the inquiries 
|would disappear, but anyone who reads 
| the second sub-section of this clause must 
/see that the number of particulars to 
which the county council should have 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE | regard are such that hardly any county 
moved an Amendment providing that | council will be able to comply with the 
the council of any rural district might, | provision without having aninquiry. By 
with the consent of the county council, | raising all these points in Sub-section 2 
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we suggest difficulties which will cause 
delay and have the same effect as the 
clause in the old Act. Under the words 
proposed by the noble Lord there would 
not be a necessity for an inquiry in every 
case. The county council, as a rule, is 
a body of very good business men, and 
in a case where the matter was so simple 
that the whole thing could be done in an 
hour’s conversation, that would be all the 
inquiry necessary. 
by one of the members of the county 
council would be all the inquiry neces- 
sary. In all simple cases the inquiry | 
would be a very brief matter, and in 


every difficult case, whether you put it | 


in the Bill or not, there will have to be 
an inquiry before the council gives its | 
consent. I therefore do not think the | 
words proposed by my noble friend are 


likely to have the effect of increasing the | 


number of inquiries. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, E.) : | 


My hon. friend now admits that the | 
county councils are bodies of very good | 
business men as a rule, and that admis- | 
sion fully justifies the action of the Com- 
mittee in rejecting the Amendment he 
moved just now. In regard to the 
Amendment of the noble Lord, it seems 
to me, on the whole, to be undesirable 
to insert the words. There is no doubt 
that in most cases a prudent county 


council would have a local inquiry 
before it gave its sanction to 
any big scheme, and _ that local 


inquiry would, as a rule, be conducted 
without delay, without any serious 
amount of cost, and probably to the per- 
fect satisfaction of the inhabitants of the 
locality. But there might be cases in 
which the facts were so well brought _be- 
fore the county council by its committee 
or by members of its own body that a 
local inquiry would be unnecessary. 
These words, I think, would unduly fetter 
the discretion of the county council. 
The question whether Sub-section 2 
should be omitted may be a question for 
subsequent consideration. That  sub- 
section, in the view of the Government, I 
understand, merely indicates certain 
points upon which the county council 
must be satisfied, and I think, if looked at 
in that light, it will cease to be so objec- | 
tionable to some hon. Members opposite. 
It. may very likely admit of amendment, 
but it is far better that we should not on 
the present Amendment discuss whether 


Sir Walter Foster. 
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|or not Sub-section 2 shall stand. In 
| view of the great division of opinion on 
| the matter and in view of the fact that 
the hands of the county council may 
possibly be fettered by this proposal, 
| I would suggest to my noble friend that 
| he should withdraw the Amendment. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont. 
| gomeryshire): I should like to add a 
word to the appeal to the noble Lord not 
to press this Amendment. My experi- 
ence of county council work is that it is 
very undesirable to impose upon that 
body any work which it is not absolutely 
necessary it should undertake. Many of 
| the members are men of not very ample 

means, and with long distances to travel. 

Anything which imposes unnecessary 
_burdens upon them will incline them 
rather to get rid of the burdens altogether, 
and in such a matter as this to reject the 
proposals at once rather than hold an in- 


quiry. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 
My hope in moving to insert these words 
at this particular point was that the right 
hon. Gentleman might be inclined to 
withdraw the second sub-section. The 
Bill, as brought in, no doubt to a certain 
extent removed the formality and waste 
of time which now hangs around the 
action of the county council; but the 
second subsection reserves so much of it 
that I was naturally anxious to get rid of 
that portion of the measure, and as an 
inducement to the right hon. Gentleman 
towithdraw the second sub-section I offered 
these words, leaving the county council 


‘the power and the right and the duty of 


holding some inquiry of however informal 
a character. I quite agree with the hon. 
Member for East Northamptonshire that 
the real point of difference is the second 


| sub-section, and if the Committee prefer to 


take the division on the question of the 
omission of that sub-section, I am_per- 
fectly willing to withdraw my Amend- 
ment, as the right hon. Gentleman has 
not met me in the spirit in which I had 
hoped he would do. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The first Amend- 
ment standing in the name of the hon. 


| Member for, East Northamptonshire has 


already been disposed of by a decision 
arrived at by the Committee. 
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Mr. CHANNING: On a question of | gesting subjects of inquiry by the county 
order, Sir. The Amendment of which I council, we should raise difficulties 
have given notice may have given an im-| which otherwise might be avoided. 
ression different from that which I| We should trust the county council to 
wished. Will it now be in order for me | look into these matters without having 
to move the Amendment as printed on | them put on the face of the Bill. Under 
the Paper, with the insertion of the words the old Act, when we tried to push the 
“on the representation of ” for the words | local authorities into action with regard 
“or any”? If it would be in order, I| to the housing of the poor, we had all 
should like to move that. | these difficulties in the clause then, and 
/every one of them was a suggestion for 
*THe CHAIRMAN : The point disposed | delay and obstruction. If we put them 
of by the Committee is this: the alterna- | on the face of this Bill again we shall have 
tive offered to the Committee was whether | similar obstructions raised against putting 
the county council or the Local Govern- | the Act into force, and therefore I beg to 
ment Board should be the authority to | move the omission of Sub-section 2. 
decide. The Amendment of the hon. 
Member is to the effect that the mandate | Amendment proposed— 
should be referred to the Local Govern-| , y " . 
ment Board, which is thereupon to on ish Wier aa: 
hold a local inquiry, and after con- 
sidering the report of such inquiry, to} Question proposed, “‘ That Sub-section 2 
make the Order. The Committee have | stand part of the clause.” 
negatived the proposal that the Local 
Government Board should make the Mr. CHAPLIN: The hon. Member 
Order, and have left the decision with | objects to the retention of these words 
the county council. This Amendment, | because, he says, the effect of them will 
therefore, appears to raise—though not|be to suggest a number of difficulties 
in precisely the same terms—a question | which in the future will cause delay in 
which has been already disposed of. the same way as delay has been caused in 
“ f the past. He says that this sub-section 
Mr. CHANNING: With all respect, | raises all the old points which caused 
may I say that the question I put is| difficulties in connection with the old 
whether the Amendment standing on the | Act. No, Sir, it was not these old points 
Paper as printed would be admissible. which caused the difficulties or delay ; it 
was the cumbrous machinery by which 
*THeE CHAIRMAN: The Amendment | these points when they were raised were 
standing on the Paper is also to the same | decided, and were obliged to be decided, 
effect— ‘by the county council. In the Bill as it 
“Thereupon the Local Government Board | now stands I have removed all that 
may hold a local inquiry, and, after cane ta cumbrous machinery, and there would be 
the report of much ingupys may either no nooossity, in my mind, for any long 
period of delay in settling any one of 
That would still leave the decision | these points. I believe there is a general 
to the Local Government Board, a | agreement between the two front benches 
proposition which has already been | —and I should hope between the majority 
negatived by the Committee. The next | of Members on both sides of the House— 
Ameniment is a repealing Amendment, | that the three points here specified are 
which ought to come with the repealing | all matters which ought to be considered 
section—namely, Section 3. The next | by the county council. One is the neces- 
Amendment standing in the name of the | sity for action on the part of the rural 
hon. Member for East Northamptonshire | council in regard to the erection of houses; 
ought to be raised as a new clause. another is the probability of houses being 
erected in the district by other means ; 
Sir WALTER FOSTER: I beg to} and the third point is the question of 
move the omission of Sub-section 2. I) whether or not it is prudent, having 
do so with a view to facilitating pro- regard to the rates, for the district 
gress under this Bill when it becomes an | council to take such action. Surely these 
Act of Parliament. If we put on the | are three points which not only ought to 
face of this Bill all these conditions sug-| be considered by the county council, but 
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which might be considered and dealt with | crease of the rates being involved leads 
without any great delay or difficulty. | large property owners to send their 
The hon. Member must remember that | agents to give evidence against the pro- 
on the county council there are one or | posal to adopt the Act. The agent gives 
more representatives of each district | evidence and goes on to show to his own 
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in the area who will possess local know- 
ledge, and sometimes, no doubt, will 
be able to satisfy the other members of 
the council on these points without any 
formal inquiry whatever. Where that is 
not the case the county council can hold 
an inquiry of any kind they may think 
fit and appropriate, and I cannot see that 
there is the slightest danger or apprehen- 
sion of the result the hon. Member fears. 
I honestly confess I prefer the Bill in its 
present form; I do not believe such 
delays will arise ; and I do not think the 
hon. Member has given the real reason 
why the Act hitherto has failed to so 
large an extent in country disticts. I 
think the real reason more use has not 
been made of the Act is that the rural 
councils themselves have not been anxious 
to put the Act into operation. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON: I gather 
that the intention of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman is that the county council should 
have the widest and most unfettered dis- 
cretion in taking into consideration every 
topic which bears on the question before 
them. But the result of specifying in 
this sub-section certain topics which they 
are to consider operates as a very con 
siderable restriction of the area in which 
their discretion must operate. They 
must no doubt consider all these topics, 
but any court of law construing this sec- 
tion would hold that their consideration 
must be confined to these topics. There 
is apparently no power to take into their 
cognisance any matter which is not speci- 
fied either explicitly or implicitly by the 
language of this section, and therefore 
what is intended to be an entirely unre- 
stricted consideration will in practical 
operation be restricted to a consideration 
of these three points. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): In 
supporting this Amendment I wish to 
call the President’s attention to Sub-sec- 
tion (c), which reads— 

“To the probability of such accommodation 
being provided without the adoption of the 
said part.” 


What frequently happens at such an 
inquiry is that the possibility of an in- 


Mr. Chaplin. 


| Satisfaction that ample provision will be 
| made by private enterprise. The inspector 
listens to this, as he is bound to do—— 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: It is not a 


Local Government Board inquiry. 


Mr. BROADHURST: No; but the 
principle is the same. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: To what inspector 
are you referring ! 


Mr. BROADHURST: I am speaking 
of a case which came under my own _per- 
sonal experience in regard to a Local 
Government Board inspector, and an 
application for a loan to build houses bya 
local authority. It is exactly the same 
principle, and it will work out in the 
same way. The agent assures the in- 
quiring authority that private enterprise 
will provide the necessary accommodation, 
the inquiring authority is satisfied with the 
assurance, and the application is refused. 
But the person giving this evidence is 
under no obligation to redeem what 
appeared to be like a promise to provide 
the accommodation, and the result is that 


* the people are left in precisely the same 


position as before. 


Mr. STUART: A very important 
point has been raised, which I think 
requires some explanation from the 
Attorney General. It is quite clear from 
the words of the President of the Local 
Government Board that it is desired to 
give the widest powers of inquiry to the 
county council, and if possible to en- 
courage that body to inquire into matters, 
and more particularly those which are 
specified, but as the hon. and learned 
Member has pointed out, as the clause is 
worded, the subjects mentioned become 
the exclusive subjects of inquiry. Before 
the clause is put it seems to me that in 
line 15, after the word “shall,” there 
should be inserted the words “among 
other considerations.” 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I do not 
‘think these words are at ail exclusive. 
| Because it says the council shou'd have 
regard to the things there specified, it 
does not follow they should regard those 
only. The very general nature of the 
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considerations is sufficient to show that 


{25 JunE 1900} 


the danger apprehended is not a real one, 


and I do not think the words suggested 


are necessary. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

Barry, Sir Francis T.( Windsor 
Bartley, George C. T. | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol | 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W. W.B( Hants. | 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’sLynn | 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Batcher, John George 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh.) | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Gecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J(Birm. | 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, SirJohnCharlesReady 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Courtney, Rt. Hn. Leonard H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Denny, Colonel 

Donkin, Richard Sim 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 





| 





Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 


| Hornby, Sir William Henry 


| Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
| Hughes, Colonel Edwin 

| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
| Jenkins, Sir John Jones 


| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


| Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw.H. 
| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 


Noes, 105. 


AYES. 


Giles, Charles Tyrrell | 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward | 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Hamilton,Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 
Hamond, Sir Chas.(Neweastle 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare,Edw. Brodie( Hampste’d 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 


Houston, R. P. 
Howard, Joseph 


Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 


Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants. 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Mon’mthsh 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray,Rt. Hn. A.Gra’m (Bute 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Niwol, Donald Ninian 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Rbt. Wellesley 





NOES. 
Baker, Sir Joha 


| Billson, Alfred 


Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dollin 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Brigg, John 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided—Ayes, 165; 
(Division List No, 155.) 


Perey, Earl 


| Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Plunkett, Rt Hn HoraceCurzom 
Powell, Sir Francis Shar 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson,SirThos.(Hartlep]. 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Savory, Sir Josep 

Seton-Karr, Henr 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch 
Stanley,SirHenryM (Lambeth 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir JohnM. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Warde, Lieut. -Col. C. E. Kent 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E. (Taunt 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, B. C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Are 
Young, Conimander( Berks,E. > 


ward 


TELLERS. FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
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Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir Wiliiam 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holden, Sir Angus 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: | is not a new departure ? 
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Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John G. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 





M‘Crae, George 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Rt. Hon, J. (Montrose) | 
Morris, Samuel 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
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Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, Williain Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Sto kton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw, (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Wason, Eugene 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell( Notts, 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir Walter Foster and Lord 
Edmond Fitzmaurice. 
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This is a clause 





The Amendment I now have to move—, which was, I believe, véry thoroughly 
and having already stated the case I shall | considered and put into the Act of 1894. 
not take up the time of the Committee— | It was seen that there was a danger, and 
is to insert at the end of this clause words | everybody knows there is a danger of 
which are modelled on Section 2 of the | certain rural authorities being—to use 
Local Government Act to enable the | the mildest word—indisposed to discharge 
county council to be substituted for the , the duties which in the public interest 
rural district council. I beg to move. | ought to be performed. In the Act of 1894 
i there was a provision inserted that upon 

Mr. CHAPLIN: This Amendment, of representations being made that the 
course, is not on the Paper, and, as far | district council would not attend to such 
as I can gather from hearing it read, it is matters as sewage, water, and so on, the 
that when the county council becomes | county council should have the right— 





aware of the fact that the rural district | 
council has not performed its duty, it 
may, by passing a resolution, take over 
all the powers of the rural council to 
itself, and do the work which ought to 
have been done by the rural district 
council. In the first place, I do not 
know how this knowledge is to be in the 
possession of the county council, or by 
what means they are to arrive at it. 
There is no provision in the Bill enabling 
them to make inquiries as to whether or 
not the rural district council do their 
duty, and, under all the circumstances, I 
am not prepared to agree to this new 
departure without having any time to 
consider it. 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: May I point 
out to the right hon. Gentleman that this 








not the compulsion—to interfere. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: On whose represen- 


tations ? 


*Sir HENRY FOWLER: The parish 
council. I quite appreciate the difficulty 
of assenting to an Amendment which 
has not been on the Paper, but what 
I would press the right hon. Gentle- 
man to Wo is to promise that this 
question shall be considered before the 
Report stage. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has pointed out one defect. The 
representation will have to be made by 
somebody, or some body of ratepayers, 
or some body of men. I would ask the 
right hon. Gentleman to consider this 
matter of supplying an alternative when 
a local duty is neglected by the local 
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authority. I have had, and still have, 
the greatest confidence in the county 
councils. I think they discharge their 
duties in a very admirable manner, 
and in my opinion they are just the 
authority to perform this duty if it is 
neglected by the local authority. I do 


{25 JuNE 1900} 





not want to labour the point, but I would | 


appeal to the right hon. Gentleman to 
consider the precedent deliberately 
adopted by the House of Commons and 
by Parliament in 1894 under precisely 


similar circumstances to meet a precisely | 


similar difficulty. 


hon. Gentleman, especially on questions 


970 


been a misunderstanding. I understood 
that an hon. friend of mine had placed a 
similar proposal on the Paper, and I did 
not desire to appear to forestall his right 
to bring the matter forward. I was not 
aware that the Amendment was not on 
the Paper until I studied the Amendments 
which reached me this morning. This 
proposal is one which I have very often 
advocated both in the press and on the 
platform ; but I quite think—both because 
it is a very important matter and one 
upon which we should greatly value any 
concession the right hon. Gentleman 


Working Classes. 


| would make, and also because, through an 
Mr. CHAPLIN: I should at all times | 
consider anything coming from the right | 


of this sort, as the right hon. Gentleman | 
was the author of the difficult and com- | 


plicated Act of 1894, which he piloted 
with such remarkable success through the 
House. 
by surprise, because all the Amendments 


The Amendment rather took me | 


| 
| 
{ 
| 
| 


which had appeared on the Paper were | 
Amendments for the purpose of abolishing 
and getting rid of the interference of the | 


county council altogether. 
have a totally different proposal. 


But now we. 
It is! 


suggested that under certain circum- | 
stances the county council should be put | 


into a position of greater power in regard 


to the rural district councils, that they | 
should be able to take over the duties | 


which the rural 


district council had | 


failed to discharge, and, I suppose, to | 


charge the rates of the district for the 
purpose, although I do not understand 
that that is in the Amendment. Of 
course I will consider the matter care- 
fully before the Report stage. 


inadvertence, the Amendment did not 
appear on the Paper—that in view of the 
very courteous and considerate manner 
in which the right hon. Gentleman has 
met me in the matter, I should ask leave 
to withdraw the Amendment. I should, 
however, like to say that the question of 
the persons from whom the representa- 
tions should come has been considered. 
It is quite true that in Section 16 of the 
Local Government Act that right is 
limited to the parish council, but what I 
wish to remind the Committee of is that 
you may have an_ obstructive rural 
council and you may also have an 
obstructive parish council. What is very 
much desired is that there should 
be the right for a certain number of per- 
sons to approach the county council, so 
that they should not be in the power of 
the parish council. I know a particular 
case where a parish council have actually 
stood in the way of an application being 
made for a good water supply in their 
parish, although certainly one-half of the 


I cannot | inhabitants most ardently desire it. I 


make any definite answer with regard to/| trust this aspect of the question will not 
it now, as there are several important | be lost sight of, because if the power is 
points which will have to be taken into | limited to the parish council you go only 


consideration. 


There is the question as | half the road towards reform. Naturally, . 


to by whom the representations should be I should very much prefer to have the 


made. 
council is one thing, but the representa- 
tion of only twenty ratepayers is another. 
Then there is the question of the charges 
which will have to be borne, and so on. 
In any case I content myself with saying 
this: I readily accede to the appeal of the 


right hon. Gentleman that before the | 


we will consider this 


Report 
question. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 
The only reason this Amendment ap- 
peared on the Paper was that there had 
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stage 





The representation of the parish | Amendment limited to the parish council 


than not have it at all, but I cannot help 
thinking that any limitation to the parish 
council in all these matters is rather a 
misfortune, because there are cases: in 
which the parish councils have not yet 
risen to the heights of wisdom and re- 
forming energy to which, no doubt, in 
course of time they will rise. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE: I hope my right 
hon. friend will give the most careful and 
favourable consideration to this question, 
because I think he will thereby make this 
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clause of the Bill much more useful. It 
is not that in many cases the county 
council would actually put the power 
into operation; the great value of the 
power is mainly that the county council 
has it in terrorem, and may use it in the 
last resort. The knowledge of the! 
existence of such a weapon as this very 
often brings to reason a rural council 
which does not wish to carry out the law. 
I wish to remind the right hon. Gentle- 
man that ‘his is not a new matter. 
There is a similar provision already 
applied to three most important classes of 
local government administration. The 
question of sewage, the question of water, 
and the question of roads are all subject 
to a similar provision, and we shall not be 
going very much further if we bring the 


Housing of the 
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would not only confer a benefit on the 
population, but would make the housing 
of the working classes easier by giving an 
acre of land to each cottage. Cottages 
with such an allotment attached would 
attract men from the towns, and the 
extra amount of land in possession of the 
local authority would provide for more 
housing as the need arose, and the limit 
was reduced to half an acre. Moreover, 
a cottage with an acre of ground could 
be let to pay the local authority more in 
proportion. It would be a popular im- 
provement in the Act, and he begged 
to move the Amendment standing in his 
name. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 25, after ‘1890,’ to insert 





housing of the working classes into line 
with those matters. 


Mr. LOUGH: As the Amendment is 
to be withdrawn I do not wish to prolong 
the discussion, but I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will take counsel with the hon, | 
Member for South Tyrone as to the | 





the words ‘in Section 53 the word “ half.”’”— 
(Sir Walter Foster.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN: This raises one of 


those questions which in tle past have been 


principle involved in this Amendment. | the subject of complete discussion in this 
We have had a great experiment in Ire- | House, and I am loth to depart from the 
land with regard to the building of work- | existing arrangement, which has been 
me2n’s houses, and I think the hon. | settled after such along discussion within 
Member will agree with me in saying | my own recollection and within a very 





there were hundreds of districts, or at any 
rate scores, in which nothing whatever 
was done until compulsion from some 
outside authority was brought to bear on 
the defaulting councils. 1 do not know 
whether it would not be better, if we 
could trust them to exercise their discre- 
tion, that the Local Government Board 
should be the authority to compel the 
defaulting councils to do their duty. At 
any rate, the right hon. Gentleman may 
be convinced of this : that the cause of the 
defect in the carrying out of this law is 
that the councils are reluctant to do their 
duty, and our etlorts in regard to this Bill 
will be completely thrown away if some 
effective clause is not moved on the 
Report stage by which some authority will 
he enabled to compel these bodies to do 
what they are now reluctant to do. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER said that Sec- 
tion 53 limited the amount of land 
attached to these cottages to half an acre. 
That amount of land was in scme cases 
too small. In many rural districts they 


Mr. Hothouse. 


|few years. I quite agree that nothing 
(is more desirable than that there 
should be a good garden in connection 
| with every cottage, and to ensure that 
|I will do as much as any person in this 
| House. My own experience undoubtedly 
|leads me to the conclusion that for the 
'use of the owner of a cuttage and his 
| family half an acre of land is amply suff- 
cient. If you provide more than half an 
| acre, a man and his family cannot deal 
| with it themselves, and they have to call 
in paid labour for the purpose, it really 
| is no use and no benefit to them. If you 
| want more than half an acre it becomes 
|more than a garden, for it becomes an 
| allotment, and there is every provision 
| under the sun at the present moment for 
|the provision of allotments and small 
| holdings in the country. I am convinced 
|myself that it would be a mistake to 
| depart from the existing law, because 
| half an acre is the best a man can have, 
| and you do not do him any kindness by 
| making it into an acre, for then he must 
'employ labour to keep it going. Under 
| these circumstances, | think I must ad- 


| here to the present arrangement. 








973 


*\ 
of m 
ton 
53 © 
Gen 
refel 
disti 
the 
prey 
hon. 
tion 
desi 
be u 
rura 
reas 
the 
In si 
able 
in pl 
thin. 
ansv 
shou 
the | 
for t 
land 
acre: 
frier 
that 
any 
righ 
pare 
Testi 


M 


M 
that 
an a 
the 
used 
they 
say 
was 
land 
stant 
half 
large 
ceive 
acre 


SI 
like 
Gent 
trict 
the ] 
Ame 
whic 
an a 
givir 
can | 


972 


the 
sing 
g an 
ages 
ould 

the 
the 
nore 
imit 
ver, 
ould 


‘e in 


aged 


his 


rsert 
, je 
ords 


: of 
een 
this 
the 
een 
thin 
ery 
ing 
ere 
pion 
hat. 
this 
dly 
the 
his 
uffi- 
ap 
leal 
call 
ally 
you 
mes 
an 
sion 
for 
nall 
ced 
to 
use 
ve, 


ust 
der 


ad- 














973 Housing of the {25 JuNE 1900} Working Classes. 974 


*Mr. CHANNING: The Amendment | making the chance of the local authority 
of my hon. friend the Member for Ilkes-| getting its money back for the under- 
ton refers to the whole scope of section | taking all the better by providing an acre 
53 of the Act of 1890, but the right hon. | of land, because the rent would be pro- 
Gentleman is aware that that section | portionately higher, because the occupiers 
refers both to the urban and the rural | of the cottages will be able to make money 
districts. I should like to ask whether | out of the land by cultivation, which would 
the right hou. Gentleman would not be | add to the prosperity of the local council 

repared to accept the Amendment of my | as well as to the prosperity of the people 
iy friend if it were confined in its opera-| occupying those cottages. This Amend- 
tion to purely rural districts. It might be | ment does not force an acre of land on 
desirable to enlarge the land which is to | everybody, but it simply gives the local 
be used for the purpose of a garden in| authorities the power of adding an acre 
rural districts, although it might be un- | in cases where they think it is necessary. 
reasonable to enlarge those gardens in| I hope the right hon. Gentleman will re- 
the immediate vicinity of large towns. | consider this question, and see if he can 
In such a case it might be an unreason- | give us this little extension of the quantity 
able proposal, but where this Bill operates | of land for ecttages in rural districts. 
in purely rural districts I confess that I | 
think the case of my hon. friend is un-| Mr. CHAPLIN: My _ hon. friend 
answerable, and I do not see why there | must bear in mind that if these people 
should not be this opportunity given to | want an acre they can get it as an allot- 
the local authorities to charge the rates! ment. There are gardens, allotments, 
for the purpose of providing one acre of | and small holdings, and they are very 
land, although myself I should prefer two | well known under those three separate 
acres, in the rural districts. If my hon. | heads. Therefore, the inhabitants of 
friend would move his Amendment in | cottages have every facility for getting 
that form it would be entirely free from | what they want. I think the proposal 
any objection. I should like to ask the; of the hon. Member would throw 
right hon. Gentleman whether he is pre- | difficulties in the way of the provision 
pared to accept this Amendment if it is| of cottages in ruval districts, and it is 
restricted to rural districts. a provision which is quite unnecessary. 

| As the object of this Bill is to promote 
Mr. CHAPLIN: I do not think so. _| the erection of cottages, I am sure it will 
be more advantageous to stick to half an 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN agreed | acre instead of making it an acre. 


hat 4 would} eluate to provid 
echorliebecgeg setae ttt ogee Neel weet | Mr. BROADHURST : But the Amend. 


an acre than half an acre. Of course, in | k 
the country the produce could only be ; ™ent does not propose to make an acre 
compulsory. 


used by the family themselves, but surely | 
they could trust the rural authorities to | Mr. CHAPLIN: I know that. 

say in their own neighbourhood what | 

was a right and reasonable quantity of |. Mr. BROADHURST: The Amend” 
land which a man should have. Cireum- | ment allows it to be a quarter of an acre 
stances varied, and his belief was that|if it is deemed sufficient. Where it 
half an acre for a mere garden was rather | would be to the advantage of the cot- 
large ; on the other hand, he could con- | tagers to have an acre they would be able 
ceive circumstances under which half an} to get it by this Amendment. I can- 
acre would be too small. ‘not see why the right hon. Gentleman 


|wishes to tie the hands of the local 
Sir WALTER FOSTER : I should just 





authorities. I do think that the 
like to put this point to the right hon. | right hon. Gentleman has entirely mis- 
Gentleman. In districts where the dis-| understood this Amendment, and when 
trict councils understand the wants of|he has had his attention called to the 
the people they will be able, under this | flexibility of this proposal I think that, 
Amendment, to give a small plot of land | on reconsideration, he will accept it. I 
which may not be more than a quarter of | do not like compulsory legislation myself, 
an acre, and if they see the necessity of | for I like local authorities to have free- 
giving a larger quantity of land they | dom of action in these matters, and they 


can do so. At all events you would be | should not be left without any option. 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 80; Noes, 130. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Asher, Alexander 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogar, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W. (Leeds) 


Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 


Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM.H.( Bristol | 


Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
3oustield, William Robert 
Bowles,T. Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 


Cavendish, V.C.W( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chamberlain J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Denny, Colonel 

Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
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AYES. 


Evans,Samuel T.(Glamergan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Jas. F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


NOES. 
Drage, Geoffrey 


| Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
| Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyo Edward 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Gartit, William 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 


Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hamond, Sir C. (Newcastle) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howarth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swans’a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’] 


Working Classes. 976 


(Division List No. 156.) 


O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 
Pickersyill, Edward Hare 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
toberts, Jobn Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Sainuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Cre, Alexander 

Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,John Carvell (Notts. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York,W.R.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Walter Foster and Lord 
Edmond Fitzmaurice. 


Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘lver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hn. J. Scott(Hants.) 
More, Kobt. Jasper (Shropsh.) 
Morgan, Hn. F.( sedis 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Pender, Sir James 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
tichardson, Sir T.( Hartlepool) 
Ridley, Rt.Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie,Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
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Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 


Wharton, Rt. 


*Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk): I rise to propose an 
Amendment which I regret is not on 
the Paper. It is to omit the word 
“special” in line 26. The word 
“special” refers to what is called the 
special expenses rate, and the effect of the 
words as they stand would be to take the 
expenses of the Act off the special ex- 
penses rate, and levy them on the general 
expenses rate. There is a very great 
difference between the two. I believe 
the Local Government Board has power 
under the Act af 1875 to declare these 
expenses to he special expenses, but I see 
no reason why by these words we should 
transfer the expenses from the special to 
the general rate in order that the Local 
Government Board may exercise its power 
of transferring them back. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will accept the 
Amendment, and that the expenses will 
be divided as they always have been 
divided. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“‘In line 26 to leave out the word ‘special.’” 
—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘special’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I would rather wish 
that the Amendment had been on the 
Paper, because then I would have been 
able to give my hon. friend a more com- 
plete answer than I can at the present 
moment. I am not quite certain what 
the effect would be of omitting these 
words, because several clauses in two or 
three Acts of Parliament are concerned. 
We have no intention of putting any new 
burden whatever on the local authorities, 
but my own impression is that the 
Amendment has reference to a state of 
things which will not exist when this Bill 
comes into operation. If my hon. friend 
will postpone the matter I will consider 
It. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I think I 
ought to be satisfied with what my right 


{25 JunE 1900} 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 


Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wyndham, George 


978 


Yyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. ) 
Younger, William 


Working Classes. 
Hn. John Lloyd 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Ansiruther. 


hon. friend has said. I will withdraw the 
Amendment and bring it up again on 
Report. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 

Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3— 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will have 
no objection to extending the benefits of 
this Bill to Ireland. * We have already in 
Ireland legislation for providing labourers’ 
cottages, but it does not apply to cities 
and towns. I hope, therefore, the right 
hon. Gentleman will consent to accept my 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 7, to leave out the words 
‘or Ireland.’”—(Mr. J. F. X. O'Brien.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I hope the hon. 
Gentleman will not press his Amendment. 
My impression is—although, of course, I 
do not speak with authority—that this 
extension of the Bill is really not needed 
in Ireland. I believe there is hardly a 
town in Ireland where congestion of the 
population can be said to exist, and in the 
country districts there are already Acts 
of Parliament for providing cottages for 
labourers. The Amendment would con- 
siderably alter the Bill and its machinery, 
and having had no application of any sort 
or kind, except the hon. Member’s Amend- 
ment, I cannot see that there is any 
demand for the Bill in Ireland. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: I put the 
Amendment down at the request of my 
constituents in Cork, which is one of the 
places where the Bill is very much needed. 
[ feel I must press it to a division. 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 120 ; 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworta) 
3alearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boustiel1, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V.C. W.( Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wores. ) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Denny, Colonel 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. 
Drage, Geofirey 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Garfit, William 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 


A. Akers- 
Theodore 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, 
Burns, John 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Dewar, Arthur 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Henry 


{COMMONS} 


Noes, 69. 


AYES. 


Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hamond, Sir C. (Newcastle) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, KR. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swnsea 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Rt Hn. Walter(Liverpool 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John | 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinb’gh, W 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milward, Colonel Victor 

Mone ‘kton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Rbt. Jasper (Shropshire) | 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) | 
Nicholson, William Graham | 


NOES. 


| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 


| 
| 
| 


Goddard, Daniel Ford | 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hazell, W alter | 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Chas. H. | 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys- Owen, Arthur C. | 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) | 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 


| M‘Crae, George 


| 
| 
j 
| 


Maddison, Fred 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarthn) | 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, Edw. J.C.(Dev onport | 
| Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
(Connor, James (Wicklow. W. 


' O Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


(Division List } 
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No. 157.) 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pender, Sir James 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R.(Lancs. Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Thornton, Perey M. 
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Tuke, Sir John Batty 
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Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
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Clause 3 agreed to. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: The clause which 
stands in my name proposes to give to 
the new Metropolitan Borough Councils 
the same borrowing powers under Part 3 
of the Housing of the Working Classes 
Act, 1890, as they will possess under 
Part 2 of that Act. It appears to me 
desirable that this power thould be con- 
ferred by legislation, and that all diffi- 
culties and delays in adopting schemes 
should be regoved. , 


New clause—- 


“], Any expenses incurred by the Council 
of a metropolitan borough under Part 3 of the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, 
whether within or without the borough, shall 
be defrayed as part of the ordinary expenses 
of the Council, and in that Act the expressions 
‘district,’ ‘local authority,’ and ‘local rate’ 
shall for the purposes of Part 3 of the Act 
include a metropolitan borough, the Council of 
the borough, and the general rate of the 
borough. 

“2. Where the Council of a metropolitan 
borough adopt Part 3 of the said Act the 
power of the Council to borrow for the pur- 
ses of that part shall be exerciseable in the 
ke manner and subject to the like conditions 
as the power of the Council to borrow for the 
purposes of Part 2 of that Act.”—(M*. 
Chaplin.) 


{25 JUNE 1900} 
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| accept his Amendment, which was a 
| reasonable one. 
| 
| New clause— 
| 
| _ “Section 66 of the Housing of the Working 
| Classes Act, 1890, shall be qualified by the 
| following proviso added at the end of the sec- 
| tion, namely :—Provided that loans raised by 
| local authorities for the purposes of this part 
| of this Act shall be exempt from the provisions 
| as to period of repayment contained in Sub- 
section 4 of Section 234 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, and instead thereof the period of 
| repzyment of such loans shall be—(1) not 
| exceeding 100 years for that part of the loan 
| required for the purchase of land; and (2) not 
| canencing seventy years for that part of the 
| = ane for the erection of buildings.” — 
| (Mr. Hazell.) 
| 


| —brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I stated on the 
| Second Reading of the Bill, in consider- 
| able detail, my objection to any extension 
| of the period for repayment of loans for 
| the buildings, and I thought then, and 
have the presumption to think now, that 
| the arguments which I advanced on that 
| occasion were arguments of weight which 
at least required some reply. The hon. 


—brought up, and read the first and | Gentleman has made no attempt to reply 
second time, and added. | to them, or remove the objestions which [ 
| stated and then felt with regard to this pro- 
*Mr. HAZELL (Leicester) said as the | posal. Moreover his proposal with regard 
first Amendment standing in his name | to the buildings is that the term of repay- 


had been dealt with, he need not move it, | ment should only be extended from sixty 





but he proposed now to move to insert a | 
new clause to extend the time fixed for 
repayment of loans by local authorities. 
He did not agree with the proposition that 
the land purchased should be held as a 
permanent asset, because it was not given 
to man to see into the dim and distant 
future, even as regards the value of land 
in great towns—but 100 years was a 
moderate time in which to pay for the 
land, and a sinking fund of three shillings 
and fourpence annually invested at 3 per 
cent. with compound interest would pay 
off £100 at the end of a century. As to 
the buildings, though they might last for 
two hundred years or more, he proposed 
to extend the repayments to only seventy 
years, because it was not impossible that 
in the future the working classes would 
be living in buildings of a very different 
character to the barracks which were at 
present being erected. He hoped that 
the Government would see its way to 


to seventy years. I had several calcula- 

tions made as to what would be the effect 
| of an extension, but I must admit I never 
| took the term of seventy years. I never 
considered if an alteration had been made 
that it would be made from sixty to 
seventy years. 


*Mr. HAZELL: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman consent toa longer period ? If 
so, I shall be delighted. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: And the relief which 
would be derived from such an extension 
would be so small as to be of no use 
whatever. I am sorry therefore that I 
cannot entertain it at all. With regard to 
the extension of the time for the repay- 
ment of loans borrowed for the purchase of 
land, I have always admitted that that to 
a certain extent stands on a different foot- 
ing. Whether I agree to any concession 
on the point or not, I think it is clear that 
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the Amendment of the hon. Gentleman | would have to charge a rental of 7s. 6d. 
does not provide any fitting opportunity |a week for two-roomed cottages, and 
on which to make a concession of that | there was not a working-man at the pre- 
kind, and I make no promise whatever in sent time who could afford out of his. 
regard to what I may be induced to do in | Wages to pay such a rental. Having 
the future. I say this because, if such an | regard to the sympathetic attitude of the 
Amendment is accepted, it ought to apply | right hon. Gentleman, he had had hopes 
in all cases, and this Amendment would | that he would have made one or two 
exclude some local authorities from any | small concessions in this direction, 
benefit. Under the circumstances, I have | especially having regard to the fact that, 
no alternative but to decline to accept the | having been approached by the London 








Amendment of the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. STEADMAN: I should like to 
ask your ruling, Sir, as to whether my 
new clause, page 26 on the Paper, would 
be in order 4 


*THe CHAIRMAN : 
determine future questions in the middle of 
a discussion ; but if itis any satisfaction to 


the hon. Member to know, I may say | 
that when it is reached I propose to rule 


it out of order. 


Mr. STEADMAN said had his Amend- 
ment been in order he would not have 


detained the Committee by speaking on | 


that then before them. As, however, it 


apparently would not be in order, he | 
would like to say a few words in sup- | 
port of the Amendment of the hon. | 


Member for Leicester. It did not go 


so far as he could have wished, but at the | 
same time it contained a principle which | 


was in his opinion of the most vital im- 
portance. He drew attention to the fact 
that the district council of Sevenoaks 
applied to the Local Government Board 


for powers to build, and that the Local | 
Government Board fixed the term for the | 


repayment of the loan at forty-two years. 
As the result of the calculations made, the 


district council found that the total cost | 


of the acquisition of the land and the 
building of thirty-four six-roomed cot- 
tages upon it would be £10,000, and that 


if they charged a rental of 9s. a week the | 


result would be a loss to the ratepayers 
of the district. Nine shillings a week 
was a very high rental for a working- 


man, twenty miles out of London, and | 


the district council had no option but to 
abandon their scheme. 
repayment been extended to another 
twelve years, the cottages could have 
been built and let at a less rental without 
loss to the ratepayers. The London 
County Council were going at the present 
. time to build cottages at Tooting, and 


Mr. Chaplin. 


It is unusual to) 


Had the time for | 


| County Council, he was conversant with 
| their views, which were in favour of the 
| extension of the term from sixty to 100 
years. If the Government had been in 
earnest in their attempt to grapple with 
this problem, they would have approached 
it in a statesmanlike manner, instead of 
bringing in a paltry Bill of two clauses, 
| from which all Amendments of a practical 
| character were shut out. The “sacred 
rights of property” would have to be 
attacked before the solution was found. 


Mr. STUART: The right hon. Gentle- 
man has pointed out that, even if this 
Amendment were accepted, the gain to 
the tenant would not be. very large, but 
the connection in which the argument in 
its favour was used was not in regard to 
any question of the length of the period 
for which local authorities would be 
allowed to borrow, on which the reduc- 
tion of the cost of the building 
scheme was to be reckoned, but that 
the real method of reducing the cost 
| of the building scheme to the municipality 
and of reducing the rents to the tenants 
was to be found ina much more drastic 
dealing with Parts 1 and 2 of the Act. 
And here I merely reiterate the argu- 
ment used by my hon. friend behind me 
that this present Bill does not afford us 
any adequate means of reducing the rents 
| which are charged to the tenants under 
'thisscheme. The facts are that if we were 
to extend the period of borrowing to one 
hundred years on the land and@ on the 
building we should not make a very great 
reduction, although it would be a sub 
_siantial one, in the tenant’s rent. If you 
take the Boundary Street area and Mill- 
bank, and reckon the cost on the rebuild- 
ing scheme, upon which the interest is in 
one instance three per cent., and in the 
other two and three-quarters on periods of 
fifty years and fifty-eight years respec- 
tively—if those periods were extended to 
| one hundred years, I find that for a house 


| of three rooms for which we have at 
i 
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present to charge 9s. a week, which is a 
terrible rent to have to charge 





Mk. CHAPLIN: I am sorry to inter- 
rupt the hon. Gentleman. Boundary 
Street was one, what was the other ? 


Mr. STUART: The Millbank scheme. 
The extension of the period to 100 years 
from fifty three, in regard to the Boundary 
Street scheme, would have reduced the 
rents of these houses—9s. aweek—by 73d., 
which is a substantial reduction. I want 
to see it reduced by that amount. But 
it is not in that direction thas we look 
for any reduction of rents to any large 
extent in London. If the period were 
extended to seventy years, as proposed, 
the reduction on the rental of 9s. a week 
would be 3d. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : The right hon. 
Gentleman’s Bill does not extend to 
London. 


Mr. STUART: Of that I am aware, 
but I am pretty much in the lists as 
regards London, and I have put down a 
clause which would bring London under 
the Bill, and therefore I am treating 
these Amendments as if London were 
within the scope of the Bill. I would 
like the House to remember what 
the elements of rent in London are. 
Every 20s. of rent we take in 
the Boundary Street area consists of 
two equal portions; one half is for 
outgoings and the general maintenance 
and insurance of the buildings, and the 
other half is allocated to interest and the 
sinking fund, so that out of every 20s. 2s. 
goes to the sinking fund. Therefore it is 
only 10 per cent. of the whole rental which 
isatfected by the sinking fund at all. Now, 
Ihave been extremely anxious that we 
should not try to draw too big conclusions 
and anticipate too great results. I 
want to reduce this Amendment to its 
just proportions, although I support it ; 
and the figures I have given to the House 
were given for the purpose of pointing 
out that this Amendment is not alto- 
gether for the purpose of keeping down 
the rents. I have placed before the Com- 


{25 JuNE 1900} 





mittee perfectly clearly, I hope, what are | 


the limits of the Amendment before us. 
Although at the most, even if the sinking 
fund were carried on for 100 years, it 
would not reduce the rental of a 9s. house 
more than by about 73d. a week, yet I 
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say that from my point of view that is 
well worth doing, and I sincerely 
hope that the right hon. Gentleman will 
see his way to make this concession. 
[ feel that there is something in what 
my right hon. friend says in regard to 
not extending the period of the sinking 
fund for buildings to so long as one 
hundred years, because the nature of the 
houses required may change before that 
time, but I think it may be distinctly ex- 
tended beyond the sixty years at present 
allowed. In undertakings of a similar 
kind with which in a private capacity I 
have to do I would put the period of the 
sinking fund required for such houses at 
a longer period than sixty years. The 
period might well be extended to seventy 
years. I think that might be taken as a 
reasonable compromise in the matter. As 
to land, I do not see any particular reason 
for limiting that to one hundred years at 
all. Land might always be regarded as 
an asset if it was valued as land applic- 
able to workmen’s houses. I think it 
might be regarded as a perpetual asset. 
Any private firm in building houses for 
their own employees, as many members 
of this House have done, would be 
perfectly justified by the auditors 
in valuing the land as applicable to the 
purpose to which it was devoted, and as 
an asset which did not require writing 
down. I would suggest that we might 
adopt the plan of writing down the value 
of the land—the right hon. Gentleman 
perfectly understands what I mean—as a 
perpetual asset which did not want de- 
preciation or sinking fund. I know that 
in many private instances as regards 
buildings the period is considerably beyond 
sixty years. The Amendment proposed 
by my hon. friend is reasonable, and may 
be regarded as a reasonable compromise 
between the larger proposals and the 
present position of things. 


Working Classes. 





Mr. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): I entirely disagree with those who 
describe this as an insignificant and in- 
complete measure. The effect in the 
constituency I have the honour to repre- 
sent of giving the local authority power 
to go outside their own area would be to 
induce them to acquire land out of 
London to build houses at, I believe, such 
an expenditure as would enable them to 
let four and five room houses at 5s. or 
6s.a week. The railway company con- 
vey workmen at the ridiculously small 
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sum of 2d. per day. At Shoreditch the 
demand for warehouses is increasing 
every day, and if the occupiers of the 
small houses removed from the congested 
centres to the suburbs a much larger sum 
would come into the coffers of the local 
authority in the way of rates for ware- 
houses which would be built there. I am 
thoroughly in favour of the principle 
underlying this Amendment and the 
extension of the period of repayment. 
My hon. friend and myself had a confe- 
rence with the local authority, and one of 
the points we were asked to urge if pos- 
sible was the extension of the period of 
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materials, put together by skilful work- 
men, and of such a character as may suit 
a severe climate, it may be expected to 
last many years; but if, on the contrary, 
your building is frail, and if the weather 
begins to operate upon it, of course, in a 
few years it has almost ceased to exist, 
and has become almost a heap of 
ruins. The authorities who deal with 
this matter will, no doubt, take care 
that the buildings are reasonably well 
constructed, but they cannot see into the 
future, and they cannot be too minute in 
their restrictions, because they may be 
attacked by unpopularity, which no 
department, whether a Government 
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repayment. 


Sir F. S. POWELL: I have had con- 
siderable experience in matters of this 
kind, and I believe it is impossible 
to lay down a figure which 
be strictly and scientifically accurate 
with respect to the repayment of loans. 
We ought to have some regard to leading 
principles. We must cast our eyes beyond 
London, and look at the country, and most 
certainly it is not safe with reference to 
the provinces to say that any given piece 
of land will keep its value one hundred 
years. On the contrary, I know from my 
own experience in the mining districts in 
Yorkshire, that when the mineral wealth 
passes away the value of the land immedi- 
ately diminishes, and therefore any caleu- 
lation made on the basis of the value of 
such properties when the mines were in 
full operation would prove wholly inaccu- 
rate when the minerals ceased to exist. 
I think the same remark applies to 
property in other districts. Mineral 
wealth is not the only wealth that becomes 
exhausted, and I am perfectly sure if you 
value purely landed property at the rate 
existing when a community is prosperous, 
you will find the calculation extremely 


wrong at the end of a number 
of years when that prosperity 
has ceased, or when the industry 


has changed into a new district. As 
regards the time during which the value 
may prevail in the matter of buildings, 
two conditions have to be satisfied. First 
of all, the buildings must be well planned 
and suited to the wants of the people. If 
they are not so planned and so adapted 
they will become out of fashion and diffi- 


cult to let, and the value will depreciate. | 


The other consideration is the character 
of the building as a structure. We know 
that if a building is constructed of sound 


Mr. Loules. 





Department or a local authority, is 
willing to submit to. We ought to take 
care that the number of years is so 
extended that oppression may not exist, 


will | but at the same time we must also take care 


lin their own day, a burden possibly 


that the term is not so long as to leave to 
posterity, who will have their own wants 


heavier than they can bear. 


Sirk WALTER FOSTER: I wish to 
refresh the memory of the right hon. 
Gentleman in connection with _ this 
matter. He spoke on the Second Reading 
|in very conciliatory terms as to the period 
| of the repayment of the loans. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: No. 





| rr WALTER FOSTER: In that case 
| I have on a furmer occasion thanked the 
| right hon. Gentleman for nothing. 


| Mr. CHAPLIN: I adhere to my 
| position that there should be no extension 
_ of the period. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER: I wish to 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to consider 
the matter as favourably as he can, and 
to point out also to the Committee that 
in any new clause of this kind discretion 
is left to the Local Government Board, 
the period of one hundred years or seventy 
years being the maximum. In a colliery 
district the Local Government Board 
would be quite aware of the limitations, 
and they would make the loan for a 
shorter period. All cases would be treated 
| on their merits. 





Mr. CHAPLIN: In this Amendment 
all that is asked for with regard to build- 
ings is a difference between sixty and 





98 


se 
an 
fol 
Se 
bet 
reg 
cal 





les: 
for 


*) 
ton 
tak 
pay 
dan 
rep! 
is @: 
its 
imn 
of t 
be s 
futu 
The 
to s] 
tern 
vote 
Now 
insis 
peric 
spent 
are | 
becat 
The | 
advai 
years 
the 1 
will | 
time, 
the cx 
give 
that s 
too li 
this 
sixty 


Allan, 

Austin 
Austin 
Barlow 
Bayley 
Billson 
Bolton, 
Brams¢ 
Tigg, 5 
Broadh 
Buxton 
Camero 
Cam phe 
Channi 
Colville 
Dalziel, 
De War, 





ire 


its 


ly 


on. 
his 
ing 
iod 


ase 
the 


my 
ion 


to 
der 
and 
hat 
pion 
ard, 
nty 
ier 
a 
ons, 
r a 
ated 


nent 
1ild- 
and 





989 Housing of the 


seventy years. Iam opposed to granting 
any concession with reference to buildings 
for the reasons which I stated on the 
Second Reading of the Bill. The relief as 
between sixty and seventy years with 
regard to buildings, according to the best 
calculation I can make, would create a 
less difference than a halfpenny a week 
for the rooms inhabited. 


{25 JUNE 1900} 





*Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
ton): I hope that the Government will 
take a firm attitude on this question of re- | 
payment of loans. The great permanent | 
danger which every Government, which | 
represents self-government by the people, | 
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example. We build a building which we 


feel we want at present; we buy land 
which we feel is exceedingly convenient 
under present circumstances ; but who can 
feel that he can speak with anything like 
certainty as to whether a building of that 
kind will be suited to the wants of the 
people after sixty years, or whether that 
land will not have lost greatly in value and 
greatly in convenience after so long a time 
has passed? We ought therefore to start 
with the principle that we will repay the 
money in a far shorter period than would 
be necessary if the need and the con- 
venience of to-day were going to be the 
need and convenience of another hundred 


is exposed to is the temptation of letting years. What are the periods we attribute 
its finances go wrong because of the, to the repayment of the loans? Why, 
immediate pressure of the representatives | here is a rcquest that it should be seventy 
of the people, who cannot be expected to | and one hundred years. But who in the 
be statesmen, having a view of the distant | world can foresee whether posterity in 
future as well as of the immediate future. seventy years and one hundred years will 
Therefore there is a perpetual tendency | be reaping the same advantage from the 
tospend money and to raise money on | spending of money that we are reaping 
terms that are light to the people who | to-day from it? And as we are going to 
vote but will be heavy to their posterity. | give them an equal share in repaying 
Now the great reason why we should | these loans, we ought to be sure at least 
insist on loans being repaid in short | that they will produce as much advantage 
periods is this, that the advantages of to them as they are producing to us. 
spending public money on objects that we | Seeing the great danger of the pressure 
are desirous to obtain is plain to us,|of the people to-day upon us, and the 
because it is an advantage of the moment.| much greater force that the circum- 
The question of the permanency of that | stances of the day have in influencing 
advantage, as to whether after fifty or sixty us as compared with the circumstances 
years the way in which we have spent | of the dim and distant future, we ought 
the money with our present knowledge always to err on the safe side. I think 
will be advantageous to the people of that | we have gone much too far already, and I 
time, is a thing we can only guess at, and | trust the Government will not go any 
the consequence is that we are certain to | further. 

give too much weight to these motives | 
that spring from present convenience and | 
too little thought as to how valuable | 
this thing will be after fifty or 

sixty years. Let me just take an/ Noes, 141. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 69 ; 
(Division List No. 158.) 


AYES. 





Allan, William (Gateshead 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannermann, SirH. 
Channing, Francis Alston 
Colville, John 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Dewar, Arthur 





Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duckworth, James 
Dunn, Sir William 
Evans, Samuel T. 
Fenwick, Charles 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 


Gedge, Sydney 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. HerbertJn. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harrington, Timothy 


Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Charles H. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kinloch, Sir Jn. Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 





Lough, Thomas 

Lowles, John 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 

Menil, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Morton, Ed. J. C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 
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Oldroyd, Mark 

Perks, Robert William 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, Robert Jobn 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Beach,Rt. Hn.Sir M. H.(Brist’] 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles,T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 

Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh | 
Ceyzer, Sir Chales William 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wor’r | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow | 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. D.T. | 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Denny, Colonel 

Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart | 
Faber, George Denison 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: The 
in the name of the hon. 


| Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


| Hamond, Sir C. (Newcastle) 


| Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 


| Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead 
| Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 


| Johnston, William (Belfast) 


| Kenyon, James 


| Melville, Beresford Valentine 


| Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
| Nicholson, William Graham 

| Nicol, Donald Ninian 

| Parkes, Ebenezer 


| Penn, John 


| Pilkington, R.(Lanes. Newton) 


{COMMONS} 


) Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
| Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) | 
Trevelyan, Charles Phillips 


NOES. 


Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 


Hanbury, Rt. Hn. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence 


Helder, Aucustus 


Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Lafone, Alfrec 

Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swansea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Macidona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, WV. 


Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 


Pender, Sir James 


Philipps, John Wynford 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 





next clause, 
Member for 


| TELLERS 


purposes of this Bill. 
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Ure, Alexander 

Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Williams,John Carvell (Notts) 
Yoxall, James Henry 

FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Hazell and Mr. Stead- 
man. 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. Horace C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, 5 Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson,SirThos. (Hartlep’? 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strauss, Arthur 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Usborne, Thomas 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts 
Wentworth, Bruce ©. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, Hy. J. (York, W.R) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh,N.) 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks, E. 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


My contention is 








Ilkeston, seems to raise the same ques- 
tion. The first clause standing in the 
name of the hon. Member for South- 
west Bethnal Green has been disposed of 
by the last division. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: The object of 
the Amendment I am about to move is to 
empower local authorities, if necessary, 
to hire land instead of purchasing for the 





that it should be possible for the local 
authority to take a perpetual lease of 
land at a rent which would be equivalent 
to its present net annual value. This 
may seem to be rather an advanced pro- 
posal, but it is really only carrying 4 
little further a principle which has 
already been adopted into the legislation 
of this country. It is a principle which 
is recognised in regard to allotments, and 
the history of the allotments question 
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with reference to this matter is most 
significant and instructive. When the 
Allotments Act of 1887 was under con- 
sideration it was recognised that there 
might be a necessity for applyig com- 
pulsory powers, and those compulsory 


powers were to be applied to the purchase | 


of land. No one at that time suggested 
that they should be applied to the hiring 
of land. Time went on, and in 
1893-4, when the Local Government Bill 
was before the House, public opinion on 
this point had made considerable advances. 


I remember perfectly well how bitterly at | 


{25 JuNE 1900} 
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Mr. CHAPLIN: There is nothing 
whatever in the clause of the hon. Mem- 
ber to show whether he proposes that the 
acquisition of land for the purpose of 
building houses by hire should be com- 
pulsory or not. 


Working Classes. 


Mr. PICKERSGILI.: Oh, yes! The 
sub-section would have no meaning if that 
were not so. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: Quite so; I do not 
think it has any meaning. But I under- 
stand from the speech of the hon. Member 


that time this very principle of giving | that that is the object of the clause, 
compulsory powers to hire land as com-| because if it was to be done by agreement 


pared with the previously existing powers 
to purchase land was opposed. It was 
opposed, in particular, very bitterly and 
strongly—I will not say violently—by 
the present President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, who said, I believe, that no 
civilised Government in the world, except 
that of Mr. Gladstone, would have brought 
forward such a proposal. Notwithstand- 
ing the violence with which the principle 
was attacked it was accepted by the 
House, and has now been for some years 
on the Statute-book. In the same way 
I propose to extend the principle to the 
acquisition of land for the purpose we are 
considering to-night. This is a question 
which is very much agitated outside this 
House. It is recognised that we are in 
need of very drastic reforms in regard to 
the principles upon which land may be 
acquired, and that being sc it does not 
seem desirable or expedient that in all 
eases the local authority should prejudice 
the event by being required to purchase 
land instead of leasing it. i dare say this 
proposal will be deteated to-night, but 
having regard to the interest which the 
matter excites outside I think one ought 


to have the courage to take the opinion | 


of the House of Commons upon it, and I 
beg therefore to move this clause. 


New clause— 


“A local authority shall have power to hire 
land for the purposes of Part III. of the Hous- 
ing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, as 
amended by this Act, and sub-sections two, 
three, four, and five of section ten of the Local 
Government Act, 1894, shall apply for the de- 
termination of questions arising in connection 
with such hiring.”—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 


—brought up and read the first time. 


Question proposed, “That the clause 
be read a second time.” 








the authorities could do it without any 
assistance from any new clause. It is 
quite true that when the compulsory 
hiring proposal with regard to allotments 
was debated I opposed it, and I adhere 
to the views I then expressed and sup- 
ported by my vote. I still think itis a 
wrong principle, and an abuse of legisla- 
tion, although it was carried at the time 
by the majority of that particular Parlia- 
ment. I would remind the hon. Member 
that even if Parliament sanctioned the 
hiring of land compulsorily for the pur- 
pose of allotments, that is a totally 
different thing from sanctioning the hiring 
of land for the purpose of erecting thereon 
buildings. In the one case it is neces- 
sarily permanent, while in the other case 
it is only for a period, and when the 
period of hire for the purpose of allot- 
ments comes to an end the land can be 
restored to its owner in practically the 
same condition as when it was leased. 
But the case is wholly different in regard 
to buildings. I am confident the Com- 
mittee will agree that it is wrong to hire 
land by compulsion for a purpose and in 
a way which precludes the possibility of 
that land being returned to its owner at 
the end of the period of hire in the same 
condition. I think the Amendment of 
the hon. Member is entirely out of 
reason ; it practically amounts to saying 
that you are to take away the property 
of some particular person because you 
desire it for a great public purpose, but 
that you are not to pay any capital sum 
whatever for it. 


*Mr. CHANNING: I am really 
astonished at the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman on this point. After hearing 
the remarks he has just made one would 
think that he would pose as the strongest 
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possible opponent of the leasehold system 
in all our great towns, and that we should | 
have him coming forward as an ardent | 
reformer of the tenure of land in towns. | 


{COMMONS} 


‘in both 
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and elsewhere receive from their rever- 
sions. It seems to me that the 
argument is absolutely the same 
cases. What we really 


| wish to do—and it does seem to me that 


Mr. CHAPLIN: 
pulsory. 


That is not com- 


*Mr. CHANNING: That is not com- 
pulsory, of course. But we need not | 
enter into those details. [Ironical | 
laughter.] Well, if I am obliged to 
occupy the time of the Committee by 
entering into this question, the right hon. 
Gentleman was saying that the property | 
would not be returned to its owner in the | 
same condition as land hired for allotments 
would be returned. I should imagine if | 
a local authority acquired land as a lease- | 
hold for building purposes the value of | 
the reversion would be very much the | 
same at the end of the leasing term as | 
the value which the Duke of Westminster 
and other ground landlords in London 


| not have this power. 


the arguments made against this proposal 
are somewhat frivolous—is to provide as 
many means and methods as possible for 
enabling the local authorities to carry out 
the desirable purpose of providing healthy 
homes for the people. The right hon, 
Gentleman has not shown any cause 
whatever why the local authorities should 
If they have the 
power to hire land compulsorily for pro. 
viding cabbage grounds and things of 
that kind it seems to me a fortiori they 
should have the same power in order to 
meet the greatest evil of the present 
time, 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 81; 
Noes, 147. (Division List No. 159.) 


AYES. 


Perks, Robert William 








Asher, Alexander 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Colville, John 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Dewar, Arthur 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, 8S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Harrington, Timothy 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt.Hn.A. J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHnGeraldW (Leeds | 
Banbury, Frederick ne 
Bartley, George C. T 

Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Blakiston- Houston, John 


Mr. Channing. 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 


Hazell, Walter 

Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humpbhreys- -Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, Wm. (C arnarvonshire)_ 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

0’ Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 





O’Dowd, J ohn 
Oldroyd; Mark 


NOES. 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

| Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. Gibson(King’sLynn 
Brassey , Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, ‘John George 


| Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 


| Philipps, John Wynford 


| Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. | 


Price, Robert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
| Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal Westmeath) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 
Walton,John Lawson (Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,John Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York,W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Pickersgill and Mr. 
Channing. 


Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,s SirJohnCharlesReady 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
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Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Edw. T.D. 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Denny, Colonel 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt, Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Dyke,Rt. HonSir William Hart 
Faber, George Denison 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescae 
Flower, Ernest 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, ees} 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hamond, Sir Chas. (Newcastle 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, oor 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 


Lowles, John 





Penn, John 
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King, Sir Henry Seymour f 
Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee | 
Lowe, Francis William | 


Macdona, John Cummin 
M‘Iver,SirLewis (Edinb’gh, W. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike(Darlingt’n 


Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R. (Lancs Newton 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt HnHoraceCurzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep'l 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir Matthew W. 
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Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney), 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter- 
Round, James 

| Royds, Clement Molyneux 

| Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
| Russell, 'T. W. (Tyrone) 

| Sharpe, William Edward T. 

| Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks) 
| Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
| Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

| Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier: 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Usborne, Thomas 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton: 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson,J. W. (Worcestersh. N } 
Wodehouse, RtHon. E. R.(Bath. 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Are 
Young, Commander(Berks, E. ) 
Younger, William 


Working Classes. 


TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 





*THE CHAIRMAN: The first Amend-j nection with the improvement scheme 


ment standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for Hoxton has been disposed of. 
The second is in order. 


Mr. STUART: The new clause I have 
to move is one with regard to the 
keeping of accounts. It deals with a very 
important matter in which we in London, 
and, I take it, those in most large 
towns, are greatly interested. The 
state of things—and I will as briefly 
as possible explain to the Committee 
a rather complicated situation—is this. 
When you have a street improvement or 
the clearance of an insanitary area under 
Part I. or Part II., when you have pur- 
chased the property, cleared the land, and 
begun to erect workmer’s dwellings 
thereon, you have first of all to reduce 
the value of the land to a very much 
lower figure than you could obtain for it 
if you were to erect shops and ware- 
houses and ordinary houses. You, there- 
fore, drop a certain amount of money in 
that scheme. That money has clearly to 
be found somewhere or other in con- 





generally to which I have referred. Ina 
good many cases it is found that it is 
better to erect the working-class dwel- 
lings not upon the same area, but upon 
another area, and to erect upon the first 
area shops or warehouses or something 
else which bring in a considerably larger 
sum to the municipality than the dwel- 
lings would. If the whole of this under- 
taking is done at once, and if under the: 
same scheme you lay hold of land com- 
pulsorily or by agreemsnt outside that 
area upon which to erect these houses, you 
erect them altogether under Part I. or 
Part II., the whole thing can be treated 
as one transaction, and the saving 
made by not erecting the houses on 
the original area is transferred to 
or is part of the rest of the scheme, and 
goes in reduction of the cost of the 
building scheme which is undertaken 
outside the original area. But this cannot 
be done as a matter of account if the 
outside area is acquired under Part III. 
If the outside area is acquired under 
a different scheme from that under 
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which the other area is acquired, you 
cannot fuse the accounts. It is very 
desirable, in London at any rate, that 
you should be able to acquire land under 
Part III., and then, when you have got a 
clearence scheme under Part I., to use the 
land you have already acquired under 
Part III. to erect thereon the houses which 
you do not erect on the land acquired 
under Part I. You are able to take up a 
piece of land under Part III., when yeu 
have in contemplation an improvement 


{COMMONS} 
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dwellings there, but we have to charge 
the new scheme with the whole value of 
the site which we have purchased under 
Part III. What we desire to do is to 
make the profit made upon the first 
scheme follow the workmen’s dwellings 
into the new scheme. I hope I have 
|made that clear. It makes no difference 
|to the general public, but it throws a 
charge upon the improvement which ought 





properly to bear that charge. It will 
| make a very great difference to the cost 





under Part I. or Part II, much more | of the scheme regarded as a mere building 
cheaply than if you have to wait and do|scheme of working-class dwellings. I 
it in conjunction with the Part I. scheme. | have already pointed out the kind of 
It is therefore a very practical matter in | difference in the facts with respect to the 
London that we should be able to proceed | brewery, but, speaking generally, I think 
in the following manner—to take a piece | I can let the House understand what it 
of ground under Part III. for the erection | would mean in the following way. The 
of working-class dwellings, allocate it | cost of the land for a set of working-class 
to that purpose, then to secure the | houses runs roughly to about one-sixth of 
Part I. scheme, and then to have aj} the cost of the whole undertaking, the 
transference of the houses from the} remainder being the cost of the erection 
Part I. scheme to the piece of ground | of the buildings. As a rule, the land 
we have purchased under Part III. | would cost us if unreduced in value about 
We have done that in several instances | double the amount—and that is a very 
with very great advantage and saving.to | reasonable estimate— that it costs us 
the public purse. But it will be observed | when bought for workmen’s dwellings. 
that, because of the complete isolation| If we were allowed to charge it upon 
necessarily of the one set of accounts from | the original improvement, one-twelfth 
the other, the improvement scheme under | part of the undertaking would be saved. 
Part. I. or Part II. gets the benefit of the | That would be the result in the case of 
profit that is made by not erecting work- | the transfers I have just described. Of 
men’s dwellings there, and the scheme | course it would not take place in every 
of workmen’s dwellings erected under | instance, because only a certain number 
Part III. is punished by having to bear/ are dealt with in this way. But the 
the whole expense of the site under | number is considerable, and it would be 
Part III. I could give several instances, | capable of being made a still greater 
but I will give only one very important | saving. On a previous Amendment I 
instance at present under consideration. | pointed out that the provision made 
In a great street improvement that we | beforehand before the creation of work- 
are making just now, we bought a large | ing class dwellings was a very important 
brewery at a cost of £200,000. Unless | matter. It is by purchasing under Part III. 
we get leave, as we should do, to erect | beforehand that we are able to provide 
the workmen’s dwellings upon our piece | beforehand the houses to which the dis- 
of land, that site will have to be written | placed persons can go. Under Part III. 
down in value to about £35,000. There | we are able to make the rehousing pro- 
is, therefore, a dead loss to the public, if | ceed pari passu with the pulling down of 
the land is devoted to workmen’s dwel-| the houses purchased under Part I. or 
lings, of £165,000 on that part of the | Part II. The Amendment I have on the 
transaction. But if we devote the site of | Paper is intended to carry out that 
the brewery to warehouses, shops, and | transfer. I believe the right hon. 
the like, we shall get back about the same | Gentleman in charge of the Bill is not 
amount as we gave for the brewery, and | opposed to the general idea that I have 
there will be a profit on that par-| now placed before the Committee, and I 
ticular street improvement scheme of | have in my hand a slightly altered form 
£165,000 by erecting the workmen’s|of the clause which may meet with 
dwellings outside. Now we go to a/his acceptance. In its altered form 
piece of land secured by us under/|two transactions are fused into one 
Part IIL, and erect the workmen’s| instead of carrying over the profits made 


Mr. Stuart. 


| 
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in the one case to the other account, | they can make a profit on one part of the 
although the portions of that account are | transaction, it is rather hard on them that 
kept separate. In this altered form I beg | they should not be able to take credit for 
leave to propose the Amendment which | that profit in ¢arrying out the other part 
stands in my name. |of the transaction. At present they 
/contend that this is impossible because 
'of the provision laid down in the 
“Where land acquired by a council under | Act of 1890, that totally separate 
Part III. of the eusing: of the Working | 2ccounts should be kept for each part of 
Classes Act, 1890, is appropriated for the | the Act. 1 understand that the County 
Council have a standing order by which 


{25 JuNFE 1900} Working Classes, 


New clause— 


purpose of rehousing persons displaced by 


the council under the powers of any other 
Part of that Act or of any other enact- 
ment, the receipts and expenditure in respect 
of that land (including all costs in respect of 


they are precluded from carrying out any 
scheme which will not pay for the whole 
transaction without making any addi- 


the acquisition and laying out of the land), 
anl of any buildings erected thereon, may be 
treated as receipts and expenditure under that 
Part or enactment, but shall be accounted for 
under a separate head.” —(Mr. Stuart.) 


tional charge. That, I believe, is the 
position in which they are placed at 
present, and it is to relieve them from 
that position that this proposal is made. 
| There is no apprehension of any mud- 
| dling or mixing of accounts, because the 
Amendment states very clearly that— 








—brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” | “The receipts and expenditure in respect of 
that land (ineluding all costs in respect of the 
acquisition and laying out of the land), and of 
any building erected thereon, may be treated 
as receipts and expenditure under that Part or 
enactment, but shall be accounted for under a 


separate head.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN: The hon. Member on 
more than one occasion has discussed this 
proposal with me outside these walls, and 
I have had the advantage of hearing a 
deputation from the London County 
Council explaining their views upon this 
particular subject. I am, therefore, able 


Under these circumstances, I am quite 
ready to accept the Amendment, and I 
am all the more pleased to do it because 
to follow without difficulty the views | I understand the hon. Member to say that 
which the hon. Member has put before | it will be a real and substantial assistance 
the Committee this evening, which I | to the County Council. 

think will not be perfectly simple to those | 
who are not initiated inthe subject. The| Question put, and agreed to; clause 
position is this. Under the Housing of | added. 

the Working Classes Act of 1890 the 

authorities are bound to keep separate | Mr. LOUGH: The object of the clause 
accounts of the works which are trans-|[ now have to move is to increase the 
acted. The Council buy a slum some- | borrowing powers of the Council in carry- 
where in London for the purposes of | ing out this Act. It is based upon a 
clearing the houses, and they have to | clause in the Public Health Act of 1875, 
purchase land elsewhere in order to re-| under which Act the Council have, in 
house the same number of people they | addition to the bdrrowing powers they 
displace. If the Council rehouse these | possess, the power of acquiring property 
people on land in the centre of London, it | for the purposes of disposal of sewage. 
will be extremely difficult and costly, | The object of this Amendment is to give 
because the land is very expensive, and | the same facilities with regard to any 
might be put to a much more profitable | !and or buildings which they may require 
purpose. The Council desire to undertake | under this Act. I think it is a most 





these clearing operations, and for the 
purpose of rehousing the displaced popu- 
lation they seek power to buy land else- 
where at a cheaper rate as part of the 
whole transaction. I hope that will occur 
to a greater extent than it does at present, 


for under the provisions of the Bill they | 


will be enabled to go beyond the metro- 
politan area. The Council say that if 


VOL. LXXXIV. [Fourtn Seris.] 





| reasonable Amendment, and I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will see his way to 
accept it. 


New clause— 


“ Any council shall, in respect of land, build- 
ings, and other property acquired under 
Part III. of The Housing of the Working 
Classes Act, 1890, as amended by this Act, 


2N 
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have the same powers of borrowing money on 
mortgage as are, by Sections 235 to 239, in- 
elusive, of The Public Health Act, 1875, con- 
ferred upon any local authority in respect of 
land, works, or other property acquired for the 
purposes of disposal of sewage.” —(Mr. Lough.) 


—-brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN : I do not quite nnder- 
stand what is the real object of this 
clause, and I do not see how it is going to 


improve the position of the local authori- | 


ties. What the hon. Member proposes is 
to give the local authorities everywhere 
the power to mortgage their property, but 
they borrow their money at present upon 


the security of the rates. The only effect f/ 


the Amendment would be that in case 
the revenue was insufficient the mortgagee 





MONS} Working Classes. 
clude the property or land belonging 
to the local authority, but that does not 
follow. There may be two forms of 
| security, upon the rates payable by the in- 
| habitants as occupiers, and security upon 
theland possessed by the local authority. In 
| the latter case there would be an increase 
|in the borrowing power if it had powers 
| similar to those under the Public Health 
| Act of raising money upon mortgage. 
Under the Public Health Act there need 
be no sinking fund, and therefore this 
would be a perfectly safe loan, because a 
|margin of one-fourth under the Public 
Health Act is required as between the 
amount advanced and the purchase price 
of the property, and, there being no 
sinking fund, it might be a loan in per- 
| petuity on security, not of the rates, but 
only of the particular property. I think 
this proposal would be a material and 
| beneticial advantage if applied to this Bill. 
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would be able to take possession of public | 


property and seize it at once. I do not 
see that there is anything to gain in the 
case of sewage works, for in that case 
there is no available revenue whatever to 
place as security for the loan. But, how- 
ever that may be, it is an entirely new 
proposal with regard to sewage, and I am 
not prepared to accept it 


Mr. LOUGH: It seems to me that the | 


explanation of the right hon. Gentleman 
might be made a little more clear. He has 
put forward two objections to the accept- 
ance of this Amendment. He says he 
does not see what advantage it confers, 
and he explained that it 
borrowing powers of the Council. I may 
say that that is the main object of my 
proposal. 


Mr. CHAPLIN : I-did not say that. 


Mr. LOUGH: | understand the right 
hon. Gentleman to say that. The second 
objection raised was that the mortgagee 
might seize the property, but as long as 
he was paid his interest he could not 
seize it. If circumstances arose under 
which this money could not be paid the 
work would cease to be remunerative. 


*Smr ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.): 
I think the right hon. Gentleman might 
give consideration to this Amendment. 
[ understand one of his objections to be 
that the security of the rates would in- 


increases the | 


Question put and negatived. 


*Mr. WHITMORE: I beg to move the 
clause standing in my name. The object 
of this clause is to enable the local 
authority to lease out the land to some 
party or individual, who will be obliged 
to use that land strictly in accordance 
with the purposes of the Act. This 
clause is supported by many hon. Mem- 
bers on this side of the House who have 
had a good deal of experience in regard 
to the working of this class of property. 
We all wish as many local authorities as 
possible to avail themselves of the powers 
| of this Act, but many people are rather 
| doubtful how far the local authorities will 
|avail themselves of this power without 
|such a provision as I have proposed. 
Surely it would be better that a local 
| authority should have the power to lease 
|the land to a competent authority. | 
| propose this new clause as an enlarging 

clause, and not as a restricting clause at 
all. I am sure that hon. Members on 
| both sides of the House will agree that it 
_will be very hard to put upon some local 
| authorities the erection and the sub- 
sequent management of these large 

buildings. Surely it will be better if they 
| have the power to lease the land to some- 
| body who understands the question. That 
is the view which many hon. Members of 
| the London County Council hold on both 
| sides, and it is with this object that I 
| propose this clause. 
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New clause— 


Housing of the 








“(1) The local authority, if not a rural 
district council, with the consent of the Tocal 
Government Board, and if a rural district 
council with the consent of the county council, 
may lease any land acquired by them under 





and for the purposes of Part 3 of the Housing 
of the Working Classes Act, 1890 (hereinafter 
referred to as ‘the Act’) to any lessee for the 
urpose and under the condition that the 
essee will carry the Act into execution by 
building and maintaining on the land lodging- 
houses within the meaning of the Act ; and 
the local authority may insert in any lease all 
such provisions as they may think fit for 
insuring the user of the land and buildings for 
lodging-houses within the meaning of the Act, 
and in particular the local authority may 
insert in any lease provisions binding the 
lessee to build on the land as in the lease pre- 
scribed, and to maintain and repair the buildings, 
and securing the use of the buildings exclu- 
sively as lodging-houses within the meaning of 
the Act, and prohibiting any addition to or 
alteration of the character of the buildings 
without the consent of the local authority ; 
and also a provision for the re-entry of the 
local authority on the land on the breach of 
any of the terms of the lease ; and every deed 
or instrument of demise of the land or build- 
ings shall be endorsed with notice of this sub- 
section. (2) Sections 61 and 62 of the Act 
shall not extend to any lodging-house to which 
this Act applies.”—(Wr. Whitmore.) 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. STUART: I do not like this 
clause much, for you are going to use the 
compulsory power of the municipality to 
take people’s land from them, and let it 
out for the benefit of private individuals 
or private companies. I think we should 
leave private companies to purchase their 
own land, and this seems to me to be a 
very dangerous clause. 


Mr. CHAPLIN : I do not see the diffi- 
eulty which the hon. Gentleman has 
pointed out. The clause is purely per- 
missive, and it only proposes to confer 
upon the local authority under Part IIT. of 
the Act of 1890 the same powers that 
they possess at present under Part I. of 
the Act for purposes of a precisely similar 
character. It seems to me that there 
are some advantages in this proposition, 
and I do not see anything in it to justify 
the hon. Member's apprehension. It is 
quite true that the land is acquired com- 
pulsorily by the local authority, but I do 
not see why the local authority should 
be precluded, if it chooses, from 
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letting the land to other people instead 
}of carrying out the work themselves. 
That is all this new clause proposes, and it 
provides the most ample safeguards for 
seeing that the work is done and properly 
carried out according to their instructions, 
and the local authority retain powers of 
re-entry. I should be disposed to accept 
the clause, but I should like to suggest 
one or two small drafting Amendments. 


Mr. STUART: I might point out that 
there is a difference between the appli- 
cation of this principle to Part I, and Part 
III, In Part I. you have to deal with a 
state of things where there has been 
some real and practical breach of the 
public interest on the part of the 
possessors of the land, and you are 
obliged to come in there to preserve 
public health. In Part III. you are deal- 
ing with land, and with persons guilty of 
no breach of public trust. They have 
done no damage to the land, and you are 
going to take their land compulsorily for 
the purpose of handing it over to be 
dealt with by a private company. I think 
there is a very distinct difference between 
leaving this clause to be applied to Part I. 
and extending it to Part II. 


Mr. COHEN: I think my hon. friend 
has not quite apprehended the object of 
this clause. The county council is not 
acquiring the land for the purpose of 
handing it over to a private company, 
but for the purpose of erecting working- 
class awellings, and this clause will enable 
the council, after it has acquired the land, 
to confide the duty of erecting houses to 
a third party if it thinks it would be 
advantageous to do so. I think my hon. 
friend will recollect that on the London 
County Council we have found sometimes 
that we have not been able to erect these 
working-class dwellings on such terms as 
would enable us to let them upon the low 
terms which we desire to give to the 
tenants. In this proposal we have the 
facility, and that is all we propose. 


Lorp EDMOND FITZMAURICE: 
The hon. Member who has just sat down 
seems to be under a misapprehension, 
This proposal is not for the London 
County Council alone, but it applies to 
any local authority, urban or rural. There- 
fore, we cannot discuss this measure as a 
purely London Bill, and we have to 
look at it from the point of view of 
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other municipalities in the country,| Mr. LOUGH: I do hope that this Ge 
who have just as much claim as the| clause will be looked into very carefully x 
powerful body to which the hon. Member | before it is accepted. The object of this Gi 
belongs. My objection to this clause is | Bill is to enable local authorities to step Hi 
that it holds out an enormous temptation | in where private enterprise has failed. If Hi 
to the smaller rural councils of the country | private enterprise can provide these = 
to give way to arrangements with local | houses, there is no necessity for the local 9 
builders instead of doing their own busi- | authority to do so, and they do not inter- He 
ness. Although no such idea may have! fere. But where private enterprise fails, He 
entered the minds of those who support | then the local authority comes along and He 
this proposal, in practice it might lead to | buys the land, and I think it is necessary ie 
a system of local jobbery, and if my hon. | that the local authority should itself Je 
friend goes to a division I shall oppose | complete the work it has commenced. Jo 
this proposition. If the local authority takes the course _ 
contemplated by this clause, it will Ke 
a " | open the door to jobbery in a variety of Ki 
*SIR P. S. POWELL : One of the greatest | es which it i our duty to 0 Kn 
difficulties we have always felt in the | against. My hon. friend suggests that Lai 
application of public funds for the purpose the local authority should acquire a 
of housing the people has been that it has ‘piece of land, and after the land Lec 
a tendency to drive away private capital. has been acquired ditficulties will be sug- 
The clause proposed by my hon. friend | gested. It will be said "We cannes - 
ithe aieaentdlies of dntuiet ‘tal develop tiis ourselves,” and probably it oo 
Co-operation oF private capital, | will be suggested that an advantageous Lor 
and I am perfectly sure that under the | piece of the land should be given to some Lor 
Act the erection of these dwellings | friend, possibly, of a member of the council, Lor 
will become far more extensive _ if |to develop. All this is a very dangerous 
this co-operation is made possible. proceeding. I think the local authority Lyt 
As iegards the dangers suggested | should look wel! into the whole business Ma 
by the noble Lord as to arrangements | beforeitcommences, and ifitdoes not see its ig 
with jerry builders and so forth, if the | way to take advantage of the borrowing Ma 
local authority is fit to be trusted with powers it should not commence the work. 
this Act it is also fit to be trusted to avoid | This proposal will restore some of those 
the meshes and entanglements of the | evils in our local bodies, which it has Ash 
jerry builders. I think myself that this | been the object of recent legislation to ‘Ash 
is a clause of more value than any other | get rid of. I do hope the right hon. Asq 
clause in the Bill, for I believe it will | Gentleman will consider this clause more Aus 
greatly extend the operations of this | fully before adopting it. a 
measure, and multiply the buildings . ay 
erected under it. I a think that St | enon pas. an 
is liable to the suggestion which the| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 165; Brig 
noble Lord has made. Noes, 84. (Division list No. 160.) Broi 
_ 
‘am 
AYES. , 9m 
al 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Cayzer, Sir Charles William Doughty, George Colv 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- Corb 
Balearres, Lord | Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) Dalz 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) | Chamberlain, i A. (Wore’r) Dyke,Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart Dew 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) | Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry Faber, George Denison Dooe 
Banbury, Frederick George | Charrington, Spencer | Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r Duck 
Beach, Kt. Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol | Clare, Octavius Leigh | Finch, George H. Dun 
Bethell, Commander | Coghill, Douglas Harry | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne i 
Blakiston-Houston, John | Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Fisher, William Hayes Emn 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Flannery, Sir Fortescue Evan 
Bond, Edward ; Colomh, Sir John Chas. Ready | Flower, Ernest Farq) 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- Cornwallis,FiennesStanleyW. | Galloway, William Johnson Feny 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Cotton-Jodrell, Col,Edw.T.D. | Garfit, William Flavi 
Butcher, John George | Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) Gedge, Sydney Foste 
Buxton, Sydney Charles | Cubitt, Hon. Henry Godson, Sir A. Frederick Gibb. 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. | Dalkeith, Earl of Goldsworthy, Major-General Go dd 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | Denny, Colonel Gordon, Hon. John Edward : 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire Digby, John K. D.;Wingtield- — Gorst, Kt. Hn. Sir John Eldon Harri 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice. 
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Goschen,Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo.’s 
Goschen, Geor nge J. (Sussex) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hammond, Sir C. (Newcastle) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Houston, R. P. 

Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Juhn Grant (Y rorks.) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wim. Edw. i. 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry C urrie 
LlewelynSirDillw yn. (Swans’a 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long,Rt. Hn Walter(Liverpool 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Malcolm, Ian 


Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Her bertHnry | 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 


Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 


Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
ne Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Dewar, Arthur 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael J oseph 
Foster, Sir Walter (DerbyCo.) | 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Harrington, Timothy 
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| Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


| Melville, Beresford Taiintiile | 


| Milward, Colonel Victor 
| Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (B sath 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R.(Lanes., Newton 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartle’pl) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
| Robinson, "Brooke 
| Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hon. LionslW alter 
Round, James 








NOES. 


| Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 


| Hazell, Walter 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


| Horniman, Frederick John 


| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 


Kearley, Hudson E. 


Kitson, Sir James 
Lough, Thomas 


Macaleese, Daniel 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M ‘Laren, ‘Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carm’th’n) | 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) | 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) | 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| O’Dowd, John 
| Oldroyd, Mark 


| Paulton, James Mellor 


Perks, Robert William 
Phillips, John Wynford 





Working Classes. 1010 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runciman Walter 
Russell,Gen. F.S. (Cheltenhm) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, James Parker(Lanarks 
Smith, Hon. F. W. D.(Strand) 
Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, C harles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

Warde, Lieut-Col. C. E.(Kent) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Tauntn 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jsph. Powell-(Birm. 
Willox, Sir John Archibald _ 
W ilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, Robert Johu 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


Robson, William Snowdon 


| Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


| 


| 
| 


Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, € Sapt. J. (Forfarshire 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur W a 
Stanhope, Hon. Phili 

| Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merth’r 
Ure, Alexander 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell(Notts. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
W ilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse,SirJ T (Hudders’d 


Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice 
and Mr. James Stuart. 
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Drafting Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 11 to omit the word ‘may’ in 
order to insert the word ‘shall.’ ”°—(Mr. Hob- 


house.) 


| 

Mr. MOULTON: May I suggest that | 
it would be rather serious to make the 
alteration proposed statutable? Surely 
we can trust the county councils more 


than that. 


‘COMMONS} 
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Acts a Secretary of State was the autho- 
| rity, not the Local Government Board. 


| Amendment agreed to. 


| 


| Clause, as amended, added. 

*Tur CHAIRMAN: The Amendment 
standing in the name of the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Islington has been already 
| disposed] of. The first clause of the 

Amendment of the hon. Member for 
| Stepney has also heen disposed of. The 





Mr. HOBHOUSE: My object is to | Sond clause is in order. 


provide that the land shall be used for 


building. 
Amendment agreed to. 


*Mr. F. 5. POWELL said the object of 
the Amendment which he now moved was 
to provide that the lessee should be com- 
pelled to insure the buildings. He might 
not be in a position to replace them if 
they were destroyed. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In line 13, after the word ‘repair,’ to in- 
sert the words ‘and insure.’”—(Sir Francis 


Powell.) 


Question proposed, “'That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. GEDGE (Walsall): I think it 
would be much better to let the insur- 
ance be effected in the first instance by 
the local authority. I doubt, if the in- 
surance were thrown on the tenant, 
whether it would be effected at all. It 
amounts to the same thing in the long 
run, because the lessor can add the 
amount of the insurance premium to the 
rent. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: It appears to me that 
we are now entering upon minute details 
which the local authorities are surely the 
proper authorities to settle. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. CHAPLIN proposed in line 19 
after the word “sub-section” to add 
“provided that in the case of a council 
in London the consent of a Secretary of 
State shall be substituted for the consent 
of the Local Government Board.” He 
moved that because under all the existing 





| Mr. STEADMAN: In moving this 
|clause I have in my mind that if the 
| London County Council at the present 
| time wish to acquire land, and they have 
| to acquire it under the Lands Clauses Act, 
| they have not only to pay the full market 
‘value but 10 per cent. in addition. The 
| noble Lord the Member for the Cricklade 
| Division has stated that this is not a 
| London Bill alone. I quite agree, but I 
| think I am on safer ground in dealing with 
|my own practical experience in London 
than in dealing with rural districts regard- 
ing which lhavenoexperience. The present 
| law will entail not only great cost on the 
| vatepayers of London but also great hard- 
| ship on the tenants who occupy the dwell- 
| ings built by the London County Couneil. 
| Reid’s brewery was purchased for a sum 
| of £200,000 with the object of rehousing 
|some of the people that will be displaced 
|owing to the improvement scheme which 
|the Council are now carrying through. 
| It is proposed to rehouse 2,000 people on 
| the site of Reid’s Brewery, and the cost of 
| purchasing that site works out at no less a 
jsum than £100 for every man, woman, 
|and child that will occupy the buildings. 
| Reid’s Brewery paid a certain sum in 
| rates to the parish which was fixed on the 
'assessment value, and it was a case in 
| which there might be a fair claim for 
| goodwill. But when the Council acquire 
| vacant land there is no goodwill attaching 
| to it, and it is not assessed, and therefore 
pays no rates. The landowner simply 
holds the land until such time as he 
| thinks he can command a good price for 
| it, and then he sells it. I consider our 
| present system is a very unjust one. 
| When the County Council acquire the 
land they have to pay through the nose 
for it, and if they acquire it through the 
| Lands Clauses Act they have to pay even 
|a higher price still. I think myself that 
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no fairer basis can he taken for purchase | clause. Then again, land is to be sched- 
than the assessment for rates. It is no | uled, though how is not explained ; nor is 
argument to say that because land is not | it explained how notice is to be given to 
assessed it should not be purchased at its| the landowner. The meaning of land 
assessable value. I think that would be | being scheduled, so far as I can judge, is 
a much better and much cheaper system | that if there is a rise in the value of the 
for the local authorities than the present | land, the local authority is to have power 
system. In the clause I now pr »pose I am | to take it from the owner five years after 
fair to the landowner, because I am willing | being scheduled at, I think the hon. 
to allow him for any increase of the value | Member said, an increase of 5 per cent., 
of his land brought about, not by himself, | although the land may have increased in 
but by any improvement which the local | value 50 per cent. or 100 per cent. I do 
authority may have carried out in the | not find in the clause any corresponding 
neighbourhood. | provision for dealing with land that has 
‘been scheduled and that has decreased in 
value. If there is a fall in the value of 
the land the local authority is not bound 


Housing of the Working Cl coe seen | take it. It appears to me to be a case 
ousing of the Working Classes Act, | oe ccckece Bo pe kesh ek sb e ane ais 
local authority may acquire land compulsorily or Heads | win, tails you lose.” [ think 
at a price based on the annual value assessed | 1t 18 One of the most harum-scarum pro- 
for taxation, and they may schedule any site | posals ever submitted to the House. 

for acquisition within five years from the date 
of the notice of their intention to the owner, Mr. H. CG. RICHARDS (Finsbury, 
and may take possession six months after | ,, 3 Pay rar Bi ahs fe 

notice has been served upon the said owner. E.): May [ ask the hon. Member for 
The price to be paid for such land shall not | Stepney if these clauses were drafted by 
exceed the value of the land when it is| anyone on the London County Council ! 
scheduled, plus any additional value accruing : 
at the rate of the average annual increase of 
value of the site for five years previous to the | 


New clause— 


“For the purposes of Part III. of the 





Mr. STEADMAN: The reply to the 


date of such scheduling.” —(Mr. Steadman.) | hon. Member is in the negative. In reply 
'to the right hon. Gentleman the Presi- 
—hrought up, and read the first time. | dent of the Local Government Board, he 


seemed vather to ridicule this clause, 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | but, after all, the question under dis- 
“That the clause be read a second time.” | cussion is no laughing matter to the 
| working classes of London. The land- 

Mr. CHAPLIN: I have no doubt that | owner to-day can keep his land vacant as 
the intentions of the hon. Member are | long as he likes. Fifty years back it 
admirable, but this clause seems to me | may have been only worth a song, but 
one of the most remarkable that was | land is increasing in value year after year, 
ever drafted. The land is to be taken and the landowner knows that. What 
compulsorily at its value as ‘assessed | does it matter to him if the working 
for taxation.” I suppose the hon. Member | classes cannot be housed? A man called 
means rateable value. He then went on | on me on Saturday afternoon in my own 
to tell us that vacant land was not | constituency. He had been bundled out 
assesse(l at all, and therefore [ suppose | of his house with his wife and family, 
that the purchase price in that case would | and had not a place to lay his head. He 
besabsolutely nothing At present land | had to go round to some friends seeking 
can only be taken by compulsion under a} accommodation until such time as he 
Provisional Order or by an Act of Parlia- | could find one or two rooms. The land- 
ment, with safeguards which give the | owner is indifferent to allthat. He says, 
landowner reasonable security that he| “The land belongs to me”—though I 
will receive a fair payment. Apparently | should like to know who gave it to him 
this is not to be so under this clause. | in the first place—and like Shylock he 
Land is to be taken compulsorily, and | insists upon having his pound of flesh 
there is not a word about the machinery | before he parts with it. If land is not 
to he provided. The land is to be taken | assessed I say it should be assessed, and 
by the local authorities at their peed vacant land were compelled to pay 
sweet will, and I suppose at any number /rates landlords would not be so 
of years purchase they please, because | ready to hold it, and would he pre- 
there is not a word about that in the | pared to sell it at a reasonable price, 
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Let the local authority, who assess our | ata fair price. The purpose of the clause 
buildings and houses at present, assess the | is to preserve the very life of the people. 
land also, and let them have the power to | Everybody knows that the landowners 
purchase that land on its assessment | are exacting what is really a blood tax on 
value. |thecommunity. More than that, some- 
| times the corporations are not pre- 
Mr. MADDISON: The right hon. | pared to pay the blood tax, and some- 
Gentleman in his eloquence spoke of this | thing still worse happens. Therefore 
clause as a harum-scarum proposal, and | when my hon. friend seeks to secure 
the hon. Member for East Finsbury, with | a more equitable basis for the purchase of 
his well-known love for the working | land than now exists, he wishes to estab- 
classes, had nothing to contribute to this | lish a principle which has had the support 
debate except an unworthy insinuation | of some of the greatest economists of 
against my hon. friend the Member for|the day, and which cannot at all be 
Stepney. It would have been more to/ called revolutionary. The right hon. 
the point if the hon. Member for East |the President of the Local Govern- 
Finsbury had attempted, in some way or | ment Board, in his vigorous attack on the 
other, to controvert the principle on | hon. Member for Stepney, turned his pro- 
which this clause is based, and to have | posed clause upside down, and the right 
helped my hon. friend to improve the | hon. Gentleman’s speech got more con- 
clause. Candidly, I cannot support this | fused than the clause itself. The right 
clause as it is drafted ; but I really think | hon. Gentleman is the champion of the 
it is a little unfair for the hon. Member for | landowners, but, at any rate, he might 
East Finsbury to indulge in what is almost | have been fair even to my hon. friend the 
ridicule at the expense of my hon. friend. | Member for Stepney. I regret that my 
He does not profess to be a statesman. | hon. friend has not been able to clothe 
He has no professional draughtsman at | the great principle contained in this clause 
his beck and call, and he has to depend, | in more suitable Parliamentary and legal 
in a very special way, upon facilities | language ; but I am here to say, and I 
which are not of the best. But, after | say it sincerely, that instead of the jeers 
all, the principle of this clause goes to | which came from benches opposite, credit 
the very root of the real trouble of the | might have been given him for the courage, 
housing problem. In the course of the | which I am sure elicits our admiration, 
debate it has been repeatedly pointed with which he has endeavoured to put, 
out that this is not a purely London | not a harum-scarum scheme, but a sound, 
question, and I venture to say that if | economic, and just proposal, before the 
hon. Members went to members of cor-| House. Its only defect is that he has 
porations throughout the country, who | failed to adopt a form of drafting best 
are brought face to face with the housing | fitted to meet the case ; but he has done 
problem in its most acute form, and | more than the hon. Member for East 
asked them to put their finger on its root | Finsbury, who poses as the hero of the 
ditticulty they would say, unless they | working classes. 
were Moderates of the London County 
Council type, that it was the difficulty of | Question put, and negatived. 
getting cheap omg a can be no | : 
doubt that my hon. friend sees the diffi-| ee = ; , 
culty of getting land at all, at any sort of | , ecg w ag wi rte ER said he wished 
price, having regard on the one hand to | *2 MOV’ # © wd perk. to the t cetatye 
the interests of the ratepayers, and on | of medical officers 4 oe th in reference to 
the other hand to the necessity of getting | the insanitary conditions of houses ; but 
houses for the working classes. The | ® the clause was not on the Paper, and 
House will have to face this problem | ¥*S rather a lengthy one, he would 
some of these days. We shall have to | ™0Ve ™% with permission, on the Report 
assert the sound economic and sacred | *t#se. 
principle that land does not exist for | 


| *Mr. CHANNING said that the clause 


private convenience and profit, and that | 
wherever that private convenience or | of which he gave notice at an early stage 
profit runs athwart the very necessities | of the Bill would, he understood, come in 
of the people in the matter of housing, | here. The principle of this clause was 
the landlords will have to sell their land | contained in Parts I, and II, of the Act 
| 


Mr. Steadman. 
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of 1890, and what he proposed was that 
the same principles should be applied to 
the acquisition of land under Part III. 
for the provision of houses for the work- 
ing classes by local authorities outside 
their areas. He had no doubt the right 
hon. Gentleman would say that the 
Government would accept the first part 
of his clause, but possibly not the 
more controversial part, which stated 
that the arbitrator should not make 
any allowance in respect of com- 
pulsory purchase. They were face to 
face with a tremendous problem in our 
great towns, and what he asked the Com- 
mittee to affirm was that the provision of 
honse accommodation to prevent over- | 
crowding was a question of equally urgent 
importance with the dealing with 
insanitary areas, and unhealthy houses. | 
Those who were familiar with the | 
evidence given before the Royal Com- 
mission would remember the argument 
of the Colonial Secretary in reply to 
questions of Lord Salisbury. The | 
Colonial Secretary then supported the 
principle of this clause, and urged that 
the extra compensation in respect of com- 
pulsory purchase was withheld from the 
owners of healthy, as well as unhealthy, 
houses within the insanitary area in the 
public interest. ‘The same reasoning held 
here. This question of overcrowding, and 
the evil of single-roomed houses, is one of 
imperative importance in the interests of 
humanity and of our country. 


Housing of the 


New clause— 

“The price of any land taken by a rural 
district council for the purposes of this Act 
otherwise than by agreement shall be deter- 
mined by a single arbitrator to be named by 
the Local Government Board, and the arbi- 
trator in determining the price of such land 
shall not make any addition in respect of com- 
pulsory purchase.”—( Mr. Channing.) 

‘brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. CHAPLIN: If the hon. Member 
had moved the clause limiting his pro- 
posal to the rural districts, I should have 
had no difficulty in accepting the first 
part of his clause. I quite agree with 
that part, but- as to the second part, 
while I think it is very desirable to 
cheapen the price of land for a 
great national purpose, there is no 
reason whatever why, in regard to land 
which is not insanitary, and which is out- 
side the area which is taken for a par- 
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ticular purpose, for the first time, the 
owners of that particular property should 
be subject to a disability from which other 
owners are free. Why should the owners 
of such land be debarred from the ad- 
vantage, if advantage it was, of obtain- 
ing a decision by the appointed tribunal ? 

*Mr. CHANNING: To cheapen the 
price of the land. 

Mr. CHAPLIN : Cheapen the price of 
land if you please; but do not let the 
burden fall on one class of the com- 
munity. 

*Mr. CHANNING said that he could 
not understand the objection to the prin- 
ciple of a single arbitrator in urban dis- 
tricts when it could be accepted as regards 
rural distriets. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said there were a good many Parliamen- 
tary precedents for single arbitrators— 
the Light Railways Act, the Public Health 
(Scotland) Act, the Local Government 
(Scotland) Act; and the principle was 
sanctioned in the single arbitrators ap- 
pointed by the Local Government Board. 
It was too late in the day for the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board to 
say that there was something novel in it. 
It was found also in the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act of 1890. The 
President of the Local Government Board 
said that if the hon. Member for East 
Northamptonshire limited his clause to the 
first part he would accept it, but he (Mr. 
Caldwell) objected to all these bargains 
across the floor of the House. If it 
was right, why not adopt it at 
once? But if bargains were to 
be made they ought to be made 
behind the Speaker’s chair. In regard 
to the second part of the clause, 
there was a precedent for it in the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act and 
the Local Government (Scotland) Act of 
1894, and he was astonished that the 
(sovernment, having sanctioned the prin- 
ciple within the last three or four years 
in four or five different Acts of Parlia- 
ment, should now refuse to adopt it in 
this Act. He was not going to talk the 
Bill out, but he asked the right hon. 
Gentleman to agree to the clause as it 
stood now, and if he wanted any modifi- 
cation in regard to the language they 
could consider that on the Report stage. 


Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 78; 
Noes, 161. (Division List No. 161.) 

20 
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Asher, Alexander 
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Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon,Sir William Brampton 
Harrington, Timothy 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 
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Beach, Rt. Hon.SirM. H. (Brstl) 
Beekett, Ernest W ‘lliara 
Bethell, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Butcher, John George 





{COMMONS} 
AYES. 
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Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
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Hamilton, RtHon. LordGeorge 


| Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 


| 


Hardy, Laurence 


Hermon- Hodge, RobertTrotter 


Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Houston, R. P. 


| Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
| Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


Johnston, William (Belfast) 


| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swansea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Fes Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpoel) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowe, Francis William 


| 
| 
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Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Runciman, Walter 

Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. Jno. (Forfars.) 
Soames, Arthur We llesley 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Whitt: ake 2 Ticenas Palmer 
Williams,John Carvell (Notts, 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T(Huddrsfi’ld 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Channing and = Mr. 
Dewar. 

Lowles, John 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 


Macdona, Jolin Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maleolin, Ian 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, R. Jas coy (Shropshire) 
Morgan, ve F. (Monmouthsh. 
Morton, A. H. A. (De »ptford) 
—— ‘Sir one ort Gray C, 
Mnatz, Phili ip A. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col, Wyndham(Bathi) 
Newdigate, Francis. \lexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nico!, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingtn 
Penn, John 
Percy, Ear] 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, . RtHn Horace urzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson,SirThos. Hartlep'l 
Ridley, Rt HnSirMatthew,W. 
titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Xound, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tussell, Se LF. S. (Chelt’hm) 
Russell, 7 (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
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1021 Supply—Civil 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D (Strand) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. eee Napier 
Thornton, Percy M. 


{25 JuNE 1900} 


| Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 

| Tuke, Sir John Batty 

| Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E. (Kent 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby,Lt.-Cl.A.C.E.(Taunt’n 
| Welby, SirCharlesG. E. (Notts 
| Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Asht’n-under-L. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
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Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J.W. (Worcestersh,N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young,Commander (Berks, E. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 








Bill reported ; as amended, to be con- 
sidered upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 268.] 


SUPPLY [22np JUNE]. 
Resolutions reported :— 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1900-1901. 


Cuass II. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£51,299, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses in the Department of Her 
Majesty’s Treasury and Subordinate 
Departments.” 

2, “ That a sum, not exceeding £7,340, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Department of Her 
Majesty’s Most Honourable Privy 
Council.” 

3. “That asum, not exceeding £11,028, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Board of Agriculture, 
and to pay certain Grants in Aid.” 





4. “That asum, not exceeding £23,036, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to vomplete | 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment | 
during the year ending on the 31st day | 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and | 
Expenses of the Charity Commission for | 
England and Wales.” 

5. “That a sum, not exceeding £9,778, | 
he granted to Her Majesty, to complete | 
the sum unecessary to defray the Charge | 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 





6. “That a sum, not exceeding £67, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Mint, including the 
Expenses of Coinage.” 

7. “That a sum, not exceeding £8,097, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the National Debt Office.” 

8. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£12,838, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Public Record Office.” 

9. “That a sum, not exceeding £15, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Establishment under the 
Public Works Loan Commissioners. ” 

10. “ That a sum, not exceeding 
£23,702, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Department of the Regis- 
trar General of Births, ete., in England.” 

11. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£350,060, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
Charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 


_|day of March, 1901, for Stationery, 


Printing, Paper, Binding, and Printed 
Books for the Public Service, and for the 


Salaries and Expenses of the Stationery 
Office ; 
Services, including Reports of Parlia- 


and for sundry Miscellaneous 


of March, 1901, for the Salaries and Ex- | mentary Debates.” 


penses of the Office of the Commissioners 
in Lunacy in England.” | 


Resolutions agreed to. 





1023 Adjournment of 


SUPPLY (24TH May}. 
Resolution reported :— 


CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS EsTIMATES, 1900-1901. 
Crass II. 

“That a sum, not exceeding £32,339, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Local Government Board 
in Ireland.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


DISTRICT COUNCILLORS AND GUAR- 
DIANS (TERM OF OFFICE) BILL, 
Read the third time, and passed. 

G.P.0.—TRANSFER TO MOUNT PLEA- 

SANT—POSTAL DELAYS. 

On the Motion for Adjournment—- 

Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
S.): I desire to draw the attention of the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representa- 
tive of the Postmaster General, to the 
grave inconvenience and great loss 
sustained by the public generally, and 
especially the commercial classes, in 
regard to the irregular and late delivery 
of letters. The complaint is universal ; it 
amounts in the opinion of most to a 
scandal in the departmental administra- 
tion of this country in regard to such 
matters. I know many cases in which 
not only great inconvenience has been 
caused, but commercial loss has ensued in 
consequence of the non-delivery of drafts 
and commercial documents. I am aware 
that some of these inconveniences may 
have resulted, in a measure, from the 
change of the sorting site from St. 
Martin’s-le-Grand to Mount Pleasant, 
but I hope we will have some assurance 
that that change is rapidly being consum- 
mated, and that this great cause of com- 
plaint will cease. One other point as to 
the earlier posting of letters now required. 
I believe that that does not apply to the 
whole of London, but only to the E.C. 
district, the great commercial centre, and 
it is causing great commercial incon- 
venience and, by loss of time, material 
loss as well. I hope the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Post Office, 
will be able to give a satisfactory assur- 
ance on the subject. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 


THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 


{COMMONS} 











the House. 1024 
ton): I have to express, on behalf of the 
Postmaster General, his great regret at 
the inconvenience that has undoubtedly ac- 
companied the transfer of a great number 
of sorters from St. Martin’s-le-Grand to 
Mount Pleasant. But I have seen the 
Postmaster General, who assures me that 
the inconvenience was only temporary, 
and has, in his opinion, come to an end, 
It has arisen from the necessary transfer, 
owing to want of space at St. Martin’s-le- 
Grand, of 2,500 sorters—a very ditticult 
task to undertake without some tem- 
porary inconvenience. | asked the Post- 
master General if the inconvenience was 
due to any shortness of the staff, and he 
assured me that in no way was. the 
inconvenience due to the shortness of the 
staff, that they had all the men they want, and 
that the accommodation at Mount Pleasant 


was better than at St. Martin’s-le- 
Grand. Therefore, there is every 
reason to believe that as soon as the 


men have shaken down to their work the 
cause of complaint will cease. There is 
another change in the postal arrange- 
ments which I may refer .o. The shorten- 
ing of the hours for the late postage of 
letters must, I am afraid, be permanent. 
All the sorting of letters for the provinces 
is to be done at Mount Pleasant. Letters 
for London or abroad will still be sorted 
at St. Martin’s-le-Grand. But, owing to 
the greater distance of Mount Pleasant 
from the E.C. district, letters cannot be 
posted at St. Martin’s-le-Grand at the 
former hours. They will have to be 
posted a quarter of an hour earlier—at 
7.30 instead of 7.45. My hon. friend is 
quite right in saying that the regulation 
as to the posting of letters in letter-boxes 
with a late fee only applies to the E.C. 
district, and not to the whole of London. 
The sole alteration is this—that these 
late letters with the extra stamp cannot 
be posted in letter-boxes. It is found 
that the late fee letters form so small a 
proportion of those posted in these letter- 
boxes that they do not compensate for 
the inconvenience and delay caused by 
sorting all the letters on their account. 
At all the post offices except St. Martin’s- 
le-Grand it will still be possible to post 
letters with a late stamp. 


Sik ALBERT ROLLIT: I thank the 
right hon: the Secretary to the Treasury 
for the satisfactory statement he has just 
made. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
after Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 93 for presenting such Petition has ex- 
; pired ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Tuesday, 26th June, 1900. |Table ; and Standing Order No. 93 to be 


considered on Thursday next in order. to 
| its being dispensed with in respect of the 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | said Petition. 


| NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER BILL. 
The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the ~~ Reported with Amendments. 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates VALE OF RHEIDOL LIGHT RAILWAY 


from the Examiners that the further | BILL. 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow-| Reported with an Amendment. 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 
Belfast and County Down Railway. | AIRDRIE, COATBRIDGE, AND DISTRICT 


WATER TRUST BILL. 
“HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 
Also the Certificates that no Standing) GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
are applicable to the following |, sNcASHIRE, DERBYSHIRE, AND 


Great Northern Railway (Ireland). 


iMemvoer, 


8 

S Bills :-— EAST COAST RAILWAY BILL. 

> Local Government Provisional Orders CITY OF LONDON ELECTRIC 

3 (No. 6). | LIGHTING BILL. 

: Local Government Provisional Orders | Reported with Amendments. 

2 (Poor Law). | 

g — Ar peeecy Provisional Orders | DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 

: oe CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT 

= And also the Certificates that the Stand- | — UNCIL ‘BELL. ; 

: ing Orders applicable to the following) Leave given to the Select Committee 
3 Bills have heen complied with— to adjourn over To-morrow. 

X 

R we eu 

, Gas Provisional Order (No. 3). | FRASER SETTLED CHATTELS BILL 
. Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders [H.L. ]. 

~) a 

¥ (No. 1). ‘ ee CHRISTCHURCH AND BOURNEMOUTH 
5 Land Registry (New Buildings). TRAMWAYS BILL. 

£ The same were ordered to lie on the | BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE’S, AND 
= Table. LYTHAM TRAMWAYS BILL. 

: Read 2+. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 


Report from, That the Standing Orders | BRITISH GASLIGHT COMPANY (STAF- 
not complied with in respect of the follow- VORDSHIRE PUTTERIZS) BELL. 


<«<t the 


, ing Bills :— | Read 2%, and committed. 
* Metropolitan District Railway, | RICKMANSWORTH AND UXBRIDGE 
: South Metropolitan Gas, VALLEY WATER BILL. 


: ought to be dispensed with, and the Bills Read 2", and committed. The Com- 
' allowed to proceed. mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
q | of Selection. 
Read, and agreed to. ; 
| LANCASTER CORPORATION BILL. 
NEWRY, KEADY, AND TYNAN LIGHT) ST. DAVID’S RAILWAY (ABANDON- 
RAILWAY BILL. MENT) BILL. 
A Petition of Messrs. Grahanes, Currey, | | Read 2', and committed. 
and Spens, of No. 30, Great George | 
Street, Westminster, parliamentat ‘yagents,| WEST BROMWICH CORPORATION 
praying for leave to present a Petition of | BILL. 
the promoters of the Kingscourt, Keady,, GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
and Armagh Railway Bill, praying tobe Read 2", and committed. The Com- 
heard by counsel against the Bill, although mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
the time liiaited by Standing Order No. of Selection. 


VOL. LXXXIV. [FourtH SErigs. | 2P 
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FARNWORTH URBAN DISTRICT | 
COUNCIL BILL. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE, COMMERCIAL | 


GAS, AND SOUTH METROPOLITAN | 
GAS COMPANIES BILL. | 
Read 2", and committed. | 
HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 
Read 2", and committed. The Com- , 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee | 
of Selection. 


JARROW AND HEBBURN ELECTRICITY | 
SUPPLY BILL. 
Read 2’, and committed. 
KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL. | 
LAMBETH WATER BILL. 


Read 2%, and committed. The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


LONDON AND SAINT KATHERINE 
DOCKS, AND EAST AND WEST INDIA 
DOCK COMPANIES BILL. 


Read 2%, and committed. 


MID-KENT WATER BILL. 
PORTLAND URBAN DISTRICT GAS 
I 


Read 2*, and committed. The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


AND LYTHAM 
ROAD BILL. 


Read 24, and committed. 


SOUTHPORT TRAM- 


WANDSWORTH AND PUTNEY GAS 


LL. 
SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
Read 2¢, and committed. The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


BELFAST AND COUNTY DOWN 
RAILWAY BILL. 
GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY 


(IRELAND) BILL. 
Read 22. 


LOCAL 


SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


{LORDS} 
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ROCHDALE CORPORATION BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


Business. 


OSSETT CORPORATION GAS BILL. 
SOUTHPORT EXTENSION AND TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

CORPORATION 
WAYS BILL. 

Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


STOCKPORT TRAM- 


DOCKS AND HARBOUR 


BOARD BILL [H.L.]. 
PAIGNTON URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H.1.]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


MERSEY 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [H.L.]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [H.1.]. 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bills to be read 3" on Friday 
next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT — (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 


Read 3° (according to Order), and 
passed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bills to be read 3° on Thurs- 
day next. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

Read 3‘ (according to Order) and 
passed. 


LOCAL 


LOCAL 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Read 3% (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Read 2¢ (according to Order), and com- 


| mitted. The Committee to be proposed by 
the Committee of Selection. 
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1029 Mines (Prohibition of 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 
Read 2¢ (according to Order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole 
House on Thursday next. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 


Read 2¢ (according to Order). 


LOCAL 


GAS PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL, 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Read 2¢ (according to Order). 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [H.1.] 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). The Amendments proposed by 
the Select Committee made; Standing 
Committee negatived; the Report of 
Amendments to be received on Thursday 
next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS. 
I. Annual Series :—2461. Portugal 
(Goa); No. 2462. Turkey (Smyrna and 
district). 


{26 JuNE 1900} 


(LONDON) | 


| 
/to ten volumes of the Journals, viz., 
'from the one hundred and sixteenth to 


Child Labour) Bill. 1030 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT. 

Annual Statistical Report by the Uni- 
versity Court of the University of St. 
Andrews to the Secretary for Scotland 
under the provisions of the Act. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (COURT OF 
EXCHEQUER). 

Schedule of classes of documents con- 
nected with actions arising out of seizures 
of goods, ete., or for the recovery of 
penalties under Acts relating to the 
customs or excise, and other process in 
matters relating to the revenue, which 
formerly were or ought to have been in 
the office of the King’s or Queen’s Remem- 
brancer, or of the Exchequer, and which 
are now in, but are not considered of suffi- 
cient public value to justify their pre- 
servation in, the Public Record Office. 

COUNTY TREASURERS 
(FEE FUND). 
| Account for the year ended 25th 
March, 1900. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


(IRELAND) 


HOSPITALS (EXEMPTION FROM 

| RATES). 

| Message from the Commons for leave 
| for the Marquess of Bristol to attend to 
| be examined as a witness before the 
| Select Committee of that House. 





JOURNAL COMMITTEE. 
Report from, that the General Index 


II. Miscellaneous Series:—No. 528. | the one hundred and twenty-fifth, both 


German Colonies, for the year ending 
30th June, 1899; No. 529. Waterway 
between the Baltic and Black Sea. 


COLONIES. 

I. Annual :—No. 290. British Guiana 
(Reports for 1897-98 and 1898-99) ; No. 
291. Falkland Islands (Report for 1899); 
No, 292. British New Guinea (Report 
for 1898-99) ; No. 293. Bermuda (Report 
for 1899). 


II. Miscellaneous :—No. 
Islands (Report for 1899). 


13. Cook 


CYPRUS. 
Annual Report for 1898-99. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 





inclusive (47th and 48th Vict.—56th and 
57th Vict.), is ready for delivery ; the 
same to be delivered in the usual manner. 


COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA 
CONSTITUTION BILL. 
Brought from the Commons. Read 
1“; to be printed ; and to be read 24 on 
Friday next.—(The Earl of Selborne,) (No. 
128.) 
DISTRICT COUNCILLORS AND GUAR- 
DIANS (TERM OF OFFICE) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons. Read 
1¢; and to be printed. (No. 129.) 


MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD 
LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 
with further Amendments. The Report of 


2P 2 
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the Amendments made in Committee of 
the whole House and by the Standing 
Committee to be received on Friday next ; 
and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 
130.) 


COUNTY COUNCILS (ELECTIONS) ACT 
(1891) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
without amendment, and to be read 
3* on Thursday next. 


LUNACY REGULATION (IRELAND) 
BILL |H.L.]. 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
with a further Amendment. The Report 
of the Amendments made in Committee 
of the whole House and by the Standing 
Commitiee to be received on Thursday 
next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. 


(No. 131.) 


VOLUNTEERS BILL [H*1.]. 
Reported from the Standing Committee 
with an Amendment ; and re-committed 
to a Committee of the whole House on 
Thursday next ; and Bill to be printed as 
amended. (No. 132.) 


MILITARY LANDS BILL [H.1.]}. 
Reported from the Standing Com- 
mittee with further Amendments; the 
Report of the Amendments made in Com- 


mittee of the whole House and by the | 
Standing Committee to be received on | 


Thursday next ; and Bill to be printed as 
amended. (No. 133.) 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS PROTECTION | 


LL. 


Reported from the Standing Committee 


{LORDS} 
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ask leave to introduce, it may be desirable 
that I should say something on the sub- 
ject of the steps that have been taken 
under the Board of Education Bill which 
was passed last year, in order that the 
House may see under what central organi- 
sation the local authorities proposed to 
be constituted by this Bill will have to 
act. The main object of the Board of 
Education Bill was to unite in one office 
the two Educational Departments which 
previously existed under the names of 
the Education Office and the Science and 
Art Department, and at the same time to 
bring under the administration of the 
newly-constituted board some of the 
duties which had hitherto been discharged 
by the Charity Commissioners and, to a 
minor degree, some of the duties of the 
Board of Agriculture. Last year I said 
that a Departmental Committee had been 
appointed to inquire into the changes in 
the staff and organisation. of the Educa- 
tion and Science and Art  Depart- 
ments which would be necessary in order 
to establish closer relations between 
them. That Committee consisted of Sir 
H. Walpole, chairman, Sir G. Kekewich, 
| Sir W. Abney, Mr. S. Spring-Rice and 
| Mr. Tucker, and Mr. Fearon, secretary of 
| the Charity Commission, was subsequently 
added. It will not be necessary for me, 
I think, to refer in detail to any of the 
recommendations of that Committee. 
Their labours have been of great value, 
and I am greatly indebted to them fer the 
thorough examination they have made 
into all the arrangements of the Depart- 
ments and for the labour which they have 
| bestowed in making their inquiries. Many 
| of their recommendations have been, or 








with further Amendments ; the Report of | are being, carried into effect, and I have 
the Amendments made in Committee of | no doubt that they will greatly tend to 
the whole House and by the Standing | simplify the work and increase the effi- 
Committee to be received on Thursday | ciency of the administration of the office. 
next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. | There was one point, however, which 
(No. 134.) | could not be relegated to any Committee, 
however ably constituted. Your Lord- 

RESERVE FORCES BILL [u.1.}. a may eva that on the Bill of 
Le: ahaa ast year some discussion took place upon 
MILITARY MANUVRES BILL [1% | the future cgheition ih oan 
Reported from the Standing Committee | tion Department. I thought at the time, 
without amendment, and to be read 34/and I am _ still more strongly of 
on Thursday next. | opinion now, that that discussion was 
|somewhat premature. It proceeded on 

SECONDARY EDUCATION BILL. | the assumption that the organisation of 
Tur LORD PRESIDENT or THE) the new office would continue on the 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DevonsHiRe):| same lines as those which had existed 
My Lords, before I endeavour to explain | when the educational Departments were 
the provisions of the Bill which I shall | separate and distinct, and that there would 
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be in the new office two divisions, one of 
which would correspond with and carry 
on the work of the old Education Office in 
connection with elementary education, 
and the other of which would carry on 
the work of the Science and Art Depart- 
ment. An apprehension, perhaps not 
altogether unreasonable, was felt on the 
part of the secondary schools and those 
responsible for their management that the 
new powers which were conferred by the 
Act upon the Board of Education would 
be simply transferred to one or other 
of these divisions, and that they 
would be administered in accordance 
with the traditions which had for many 
years grown up and become established 
in both Departments. It was urged that 
a third division should be constituted to 
which the administration of secondary 
schools, so far as they came under the 
control of the new board, should be 
entrusted. I gave at that time an un- 


Secondary 


dertaking that, in framing the organisa- | 


tion of the new Department, I would 
have in view a triple rather than a dual 
division. 


ture, and I have also to acknowledge that 
I think the undertaking or understanding 
which I then indicated was somewhat 
imprudent on my part. At all events, I 
have not been able to adhere to it 
literally, but I have endeavoured to 
adhere to it in spirit. That I intended 
to adhere to it literally is proved by the 
fact that, in the supplementary instruc- 
tions given to the Committee, they were 
expressly directed to have regard to the 
undertaking of the Government to 
establish a third branch of the Education 
Office to deal with secondary education. 
In order to explain the reasons which 
have induced me to modify my views on 
this subject I must refer shortly to the 
relations which have hitherto existed 
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I have said that I considered | 
that the discussion was somewhat prema- | 


| school 
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‘as a portion of secondary educational 


work. The training colleges are so closely 
connected with elementary schools that 
their administration must, for the present, 
remain as it is, and no change in respect 
to that administration can be carried out 
without a great deal of further considera- 
tion. Then, again, the high grade elemen- 
tary schools which have been established 
by many school boards give an instruction 
which in many respects differs very little 
from secondary instruction. Some day it 
may be possible to draw a line of demare- 
ation, which does not exist at present, 
between that education which is recognised 
as elementary, which is aided as elementary 
education by the State, and which may 
legitimately be provided by school boards 
or Voluntary school managers, and that 
recognised as secondary, which ought to 
be administered by other local authorities 
than school boards. A step has been 
taken towards drawing that line of 
demarcation by a Minute recently issued 
establishing higher elementary schools. 
But a great deal remains to be done before 
this line can be definitely drawn ; and 
while many may be of opinion that the 
school boards have, in a great many 
cases, trespassed too far on the domain 


‘of secondary education, and while the 


Department may be considered to have 


‘been too lax in permitting such tres- 


passes, there are, it must be admitted, 
great excuses for such encroachment, 
owing to the fact that the Legislature 
has never, up to the present time, pro- 
vided anything in the nature of local 
secondary education authorities, and that 
board work has been a work 
which could, in the present state of 
the law, not be done by anyone 
else. This is a deficiency which I 
hope the Bill I now ask leave to intro- 


'duce may to some extent remedy. But 
‘until some such measure is passed, and 


between the old Education Department | 
and the secondary schools and those which | 


might be expected to grow up under the 


Act, and consider the nature of the | 
work which could with advantage be | 


transferred to the third division. The 
training colleges which have been subsi- 
dised and administered by the Education 


| properly 


Department are in the nature of secondary | 


schools, and it is quite possible that in 
time, when the unification of offices has 
been brought nearer completion, it may 
be possible to recognise them as secondary 


schools, and to regard their administration | between the Elementary branch of the 


the line I have referred to has been de- 
finitely drawn, it would be extremely 
inexpedient to attempt to place school 
boards under dual administration in 
respect of elementary work and 
that part of it which may more 
be considered to be of a 
secondary character. These to which I 
have referred are forms of secondary 
education with which the old Education 
Department has been connected, and in 
my opinion it would be undesirable, if it 
were not impossible, that the connection 
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Office and these forms of 
should be summarily severed. 
are, however, other forms of ‘secondary 
education with which the Science and 
Art Department has already established 
relations. By a‘ scheme of examination 


Secondary 


and a grant depending on those examina- | 

- | 
influenced the course of | 
/more complete transfer. 


tions, it has 
education in a large number of secondary 
schools, it has also established more direct 
relations, not only with detached classes 
and courses of lectures, but with schools 
which, under 
science, have been subsidised, or in many 
cases almost 
grants from the Science and Art De- 
partment. The most important work in 
respect of secondary education which 
may at present devolve on the Board will 
be the development of these schools of 
science. They are institutions which 
have been founded under the guidance 
and with the assistance of the late Science 
and Art Department. They have been 
founded by county councils, or, in large 
towns, by borough councils. Or, again, 


they are in many cases endowed schools | 


existing under schemes of the Charity 
Commissioners, the governing bodies of 
which have brought their schools into 
connection with, and have been receiving 
subsidies from, the Science and Art 
Department. The relations between these 


schools and the scientific experts of the | 


late Science and Art Department cannot 


be broken off, and must remain practi- | 
main be limited to the new work which 


cally under the administration of the same 


persons, although, perhaps, under a some- | 


what different organisation. My Lords, 
I have given a brief, but, I am afraid, 
imperfect statement of the existing rela- 
tions between the Education Department 
and secondary schools. The Act of last 
year, however, provides for the extension 
of those relaticns. It provides for the 
eventual transfer to the Board of Educa- 
tion of all the powers of the Charity 
Commission. It has been considered expe- 
dient, however, that this transfer should be 

adual and tentative. The Order in 


uncil now on the Table of the House is | 
would have to rely mainly on the assist- 


the first instalment of such transfer. The 


terms of that Order are necessarily ex- | 
tremely technical, and I do not know that | 
it is necessary that I shouid attempt on | 


this occasion to explain them in detail. I 
may say, however, that the first clause 


applies to England and Wales generally, | 
| modified their own views. 
| ago I received an important deputation in 


and enables the Education Board to exer- 
cise, concurrently with the Charity Com- 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


{LORDS} 


education | 
There | 


the name of schools of | 


wholly maintained, by | 





Education Bill. 


1036 


missioners, their powers of administration 
and inspection. That is a power which it 
was necessary the Board of Education 
should have, to enable them to make 
complete and effectual the educational 


| inspection of such schools as might desire 


to place themselves in connection with 
the Board. The second clause makes a 
It transfers, 
with certain exceptions, the powers at 
present exercised by the Charity Com- 
missioners with regard to educational 
endowments regulated by schemes within 
the area of Wales and Monmouthshire. 
This is an area in which jurisdiction over 
educational endowments could be easily 
transferred without prejudice to con- 
tinued temporary jurisdiction over similar 
endowments in England. Owing to the 
Welsh Intermediate Education Act, Wales 
already possesses a local organisation for 
secondary education, with whom the 
central authority will at once enter into 
relations, whereas in England such bodies 
have still to be created ; and the expe- 
rience gained by the Board in dealing 
with a limited area would prepare it for 
exercising similar powers throughout the 
country. The result of this review of 
the work, present and prospective, of the 
Board of Education in connection with 


'secondary education was to convince us 


that little could be transferred from the 
control of the officials now engaged in its 
administration to a third division. The 
duties of such a division would in the 


would devolve on the Board under the 
Act of last year. It appeared to be 
scarcely worth while to create a new divi- 
sion solely for the purpose of work 
taken over from the Charity Com- 
missioners, or for inspection of older 
secondary schools wishing to bring them- 


' selves into connection with the Board and 


submit to its examinations. It is probable 
that the great majority of these desire to 
enter into such connection on account of 


the impulse which may thereby be given 


to the newer order of studies, and the 
division charged with their inspection 


ance of the scientific experts who would 
be connected with the other divisions of 
the Department. At the same time the 
schoolmasters and those who are en- 
gaged in the management of secondary 
schools appear to some extent to have 
Not very long 
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which the University of Oxford, the Head- | secretaries—one mainly charged with 
masters’ Conference, and the Headmasters’ | duties in connection with elementary, and 
Association were represented, and their the other with secondary, education. We 
object was to urge that in the organisation | propose to abolish the name “Science and 
of the office no hard-and-fast line ought | Art Department.” The Science and Art 
to be drawn between the literary and, Department will be merged in the 
scientific sides of instruction and the | secondary education branch of the office. 
inspection of literary and scientific in-| As soon as it may be possible we propose 
struction. They did not, I admit, alto- to transfer the greater part of the staff of 
gether abandon the position which was the late Science and Art Department 
taken up by the school authorities last from South Kensington to Whitehall, 
year, but they appeared to be conscious | except such part of it as it may be 
that the representations they were | necessary to leave at South Kersington 
then putting forward were not for the administration of the museum 
altogether consistent with the position and the colleges of science and art. In 
they had taken up last year. The | place of the third division that was con- 
deputation also strongly urged that a | templated, we now propose to give the 
separation should be made between | principal assistant secretary of secondary 
what is termed technology and literary | education two additional assistant secre- 
or scientific instruction. This view is one taries, one of whom will be chiefly 
which is also strongly held by those who | charged with the supervision and control 
have been chiefly associated in the pro-/ of literary instruction, and the other of 
motion of technological study. The City | technological study. This is not the 
and Guilds of London Institute, for | organisation, I admit, to which I partly 
instance, have urged upon the Depart- committed myself last year ; but 1 trust 
ment that the distinctive difference that it may, in substance, meet the views, 
between the teaching of science as a part especially the later views, which have 
of general education and the teaching of been expressed to me by high educational 
science in its application to special in- authorities. With the name we hope to 
dustries ought to be recognised, and that get rid of many of the traditions which 
the office ought to be arranged with this; were supposed to attach to the old 
distinction in view. For the reasons Science and Art Department—traditions 
which I have endeavoured to indicate, we which have, I believe, been regarded as 
now propose to revert to a dual organisa- opposed to the true interests of education 
tion of the office, but not entirely upon by many of those who have been respon- 
the lines of the late Education and Science sible for the management of the older 
and Art Departments. The principal endowed schools. The original idea of 
officers of the Department which we _ the Science and Art Department was, or 
propose will be a principal permanent at all events was supposed to be, that by 
secretary, who will supervise generally means of lectures, classes, and examina- 
the whole work of the Department. It | tions a knowledge of the principles of 
must be remembered, when special im- | science and art, which would be valu- 
portance is attached to this or that minor able to the students themselves and to 
subordinate appointment, that it will | thenationat large, could beengraftedupon 
be the permanent secretary who will be | almost any kind of previous elementary 
responsible to the President of the Board or secondary training. It is quite true 
for the administration of the whole De- | that this idea has been in recent years 
partment, and that it is impossible, and | very largely modified, but I do not think 
would be undesirable even if it were pos- that it is yet generally known how far 
sible, that the office should be divided | the original traditions of the Science and 
into what I may call water-tight com-| Art Department have been already de- 
partments, the head of each of which | parted from. We hope and intend that 
would be charged with special duties aid | the idea of the future education branch 
no other, and that the idea should be | of the office will be to make science and 
entertained that the work of the office | art instruction a part of general educa- 
should be carried on in separate depart-| tion in addition to those classical and 
ments, which should have no connection | literary studies which have hitherto 
or relation with each other. We propose | formed its main portion. In the schools 
that under the principal permanent secre- | and institutions directly assisted by the 
tary there shall be two principal assistant | Board of Education the teaching of 
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science and of art, with the addition, per- 
haps, of some commercial subjects, will 
probably remain the principal object. 
But, on the other hand, in those secon- 
dary schools, whether of older or more 
modern type, which desire to enter into 
connection with the Board there ought 
not to be, and there need not be, any 


{LORDS} 
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chiefly engaged and has obtained much 
experience in the administration of the 
Welsh Intermediate Education Act. The 
assistant secretary for technological study 
has not yet been appuinted. 1 come now 
to a brief statement of the objects of the 
Bill which I am asking leave to introduce. 
I will defer any explanation of detail 





interference with the older classical and | until the text of the Bill is before your 


literary studies so long as 
continues to be a demand for them. 
At the same time, we hope that 
the scientific resources of the Board 
will be placed at their disposal if they 
desire, as many of them do desire, to 
develop the more modern sides of instruc- 
tion and education. If I may put the 
case in another way, I conceive that the 
apprehension that was felt and given ex- 
pression to last year was that the tendency 
to interference by the Education Depart- 
ment with secondary teaching would be 
in the direction of substituting scientific 
for classical studies, and next that 
scientific studies would only be regarded 
from the point of view of their com- 
mercial value. As I have said, it pro- 
bably will be the case that any inter- 
position of the Board in regard to 
secondary education vwijl be in the 
direction of endeavouring to substitute 
more modern for the older studies, but it 
ought not to be difficult to find adminis- 
trators of sufficiently wide knowledge 
and experience to make the latter result 
impossible. In connection with this 
point it may be of interest to the House 
to know what are the principal appoint- 
ments which have been made or are pro- 
posed to be made in the principal office of 


the new secondary education branch 
of the department. Sir George 
Kekewich, the late secretary of the 


Board of Education, has become the per- 
manent principal secretary of the new 
Board, and it is he who will be respon- 
sible to the President of the Board and to 
the Government for the administration 
of the Department as a whole. The 
principal assistant secretary for secondary 
education will be Sir William Abney, 
who has done more than any other man 
in extending the studies of the schools of 
science under the Science and Art De- 
partment. Under him the assistant 
secretary, wha will be chiefly concerned 
with the literary side of instruction, will 
be Mr. Brace, an Assistant Commissioner 
to the Charity Commission under the 
Endowed Schools Act, who has been 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


there | Lordships ; but the Bill is based on foun- 


dations that already exist, and indeed it 
| contains very little beyond the proposals 
which were contained in the Bill of 1896, 
| so far as that Bill related to secondary 
/education. Local authorities already 
|exist under the Technical Instruction 
| Act of 1889 and the Local Taxation Act 
'of 1890, with limited powers of aiding 
}and supervising technical and manual 
instruction as a part of secondary educa- 
/tion. Those authorities are county coun- 
| cils, county borough councils, the councils 
/of non-county boroughs, and urban dis- 
| trict councils. The resources which they 
| possess are the proceeds of a penny rate 
and a sum derived from the local taxation 
account, which now amounts to over 
£800,000 a year. The county councils 
and the county boroughs are alone the 
recipients of the sums derived from the 
local taxation fund. The Bill proposes 
to extend these existing foundations. 
In the first place it will make the 
application of the local taxation money 
to educational purposes compulsory 
instead of optional, as it is at 
present. It will enable the authority to 
apply both that fund and the rates to 
the purposes of secondary education 
generally, not limited to technical or 
manual instruction. It will, however, 
require that this shall only he done after 
adequate provision has been made for 
technical instruction ; and in order not to 
bring about any sudden change or dis- 
ruption in the work that has already been 
going on the authorities will be instructed 
to have regard to the existing application 
of the funds to educational purposes. It 
has been necessary to decide to what 
‘authorities acting in what areas the ex- 
tended powers are to be given. We pro- 
pose to follow the precedent of the Local 
Taxation Act, 1890, of the Bill of 1896, 
and the recommendations of the Royal 
Commission on Secondary Education, and 
to entrust these extended powers to 
county councils and county borough 
councils, only leaving to the minor authori- 
ties the powers which they already enjoy 
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under the ‘Technical Instruction Act. 
There is nothing in this provision that will 
prevent the constitution of authorities for 
other areas, either greater or smaller, if 
they should be found to be more con- 
venient for educational purposes. The 
Bill proposes to constitute the education 
committees which already exist upon a 
more formal and recognised basis. Sug- 
gestions have been made that provision 
ought to be made in the Bill for the re- 
presentation on these educational com- 
mittees of the councils of non-county 
boroughs and of urban districts, and that 
the Bill should contain provisions for the 
representation on the education com- 
mittees of school boards or other educa- 
tional interests within the area. We 
consider, however, that the circumstances 
of the different districts in the country 
are so various that to include any pro- 
visions of this kind in the Bill which 
would be applicable alike to all parts of 
the country would be impracticable, and 
we thought the difficulty might be better 
solved by providing that these education 
committees shall be framed by schemes to 
be submitted to and approved by 
the Board of  Lducation. The 
schemes may provide for the con- 
stitution of joint committees for 
areas in more than one county or county 
borough ; or, on the other hand, by the 
words which are inserted in the Bill “or 
any part thereof” it is intended to indi- 
cate that either by means of sub-com- 
mittees or otherwise provisions may be 
made for the management of any smaller 
area than that of a county or county 
borough. Under the existing law county 
councils and urban -authorities have each 
the power to levy a penny rate, and it 
follows that in some districts which are 
subject to each authority a rate of two- 
pence may at present be levied for the 
purposes of technical instruction. The 
Bill will propose to raise the rating limit 
to twopence in all cases, but in no case 
shall the rate levied by the county and by 
the local authority combined exceed that 
amount. In the discussion on the Board of 
Education Billlast yearthe denominational 
question was not altogether excluded. It 
did not, however, I am happy to say, in 
relation to that Bill give rise to any very 
serious difficulty. I wish that might also 
be the case in regard to the present Bill, 
but such questions cannot be avoided by 
simply ignoring them, and we consider it 
necessary to state clearly in what way 
these difficulties may arise and how it is 
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proposed to meet them. The Technical 
Instruction Act of 1889 contains certain 
instructions on the grants in aid to 
denominational institutions. The first of 
these was in the nature of a conscience 
clause. That appears to be perfectly 
reasonable, and has been maintained in 
the present Bill. The second was a pro- 
vision of a rather remarkable character. 
I have never been able—the debate hav- 
ing been very imperfectly reported—to 
ascertain how it came to be introduced, 
nor what was its precise object. The pro- 
vision was— 

‘No religious catechism or religious for- 
mulary which is distinctive of any particular 
denomination shall be taught at any school 
aided out of the local rate to a scholar attend- 
ing only for the purpoxes of technical or 
manual instruction under this Act, and the 
times for prayer or religious worship, or for 
any lesson or series of lessons on a religious 
| subject, shall be conveniently arranged for 
| the purpose of allowing the withdrawal of such 
| scholar therefrom.” 


\It will be seen that it is a kind of 
Cowper-Temple provision. But the 
Cowper-Temple clause applies to schools, 
| while this applies to scholars. It appears 
| to contemplate the existence of classes for 
purposes of technical or manual instruc- 
tion only, which might be attached to 
certain denominational schools apart from 
the ordinary course of instruction in that 
school. The provision might be suitable 
|in the case of such classes, but is mani- 
| festly inapplicable to the case of aid given 
| by a public authority to secondary in- 
| struction in general. So far as I have 
| ascertained, the provision has had very 
| little effect in restricting the range of aid 
'given by local authorities to denomi- 
national schools. The retention of this 
clause would, however, obviously be 
objected to as unduly limiting the discre- 
tion of the local authority in the choice 
of schools, the schools of a denomina- 
tional character being in many cases the 
only institutions of the kind which it is 
possible for the local authority to aid. 
A fair objection might also be taken to it 
as creating invidious objections between 
those numerous secondary schools which 
in some form give religious instruction 
and those comparatively few schools 
which give no religious instruction at all. 
To apply this provision without amend- 
ment to the present Bill would have the 
effect of making absolute nonsense of the 
provision. It would read, with the 


necessary correction— 
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‘**No religious catechism or religious formu- 
lary which is distinctive of any particular 
denomination shall be taught at any school 
aided out of tue local rate to a scholar attend- 
ing only for the purposes of secondary general 
education.” 

For what other purpose could a scholar 
attend these schools ? Under the circum- 
stances, and having regard to the very 
small effect which the clause has hitherto 
had, having been, as we suppose, in some 
way or another evaded by those whom its 
action was intended to restrain, we pro- 


pose, while leaving the provision in force | 


{LORDS} 





Grounds Bill. 


| matter, is a very great improvement on 
the plan which he laid before us last year, 
| With regard to the provisions of the Bill, 
|I should not like to express any opinion 
|at present. I do not at all mean by that 
| to express, in a side way, any unfavour- 
'able opinion. The matter is one of great 
| importance, and I think we should have 
time to consider all the clauses of the Bill. 
|I should suggest to the noble Duke that 
| ten days or a fortnight would not be too 
long to give your Lordships for an exami- 
nation of the Bill. 
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in the Technical Instruction Act, to re- | 


place it as regards the present Bill by a | 


provision simply prohibiting aid to any 
school in respect of the religious instruc- 
tion given therein. I will defer any further 
statement with respect to this Bill to 
another stage. 
advanced stage of the session very little 


hope that a Bill which may raise a con- | 


siderable amount of controversy can pass 
into law in the present session. For one 


reason I regret this, because I think it is | 


extremely desirable that as soon as pos- 
sible the line of demarcation to which I 
have referred between elementary and 


secondary education should be drawn, | 


and it should be understood what is the 
character of the education which the 
school boards can legitimately provide, 
and of that which ought to be provided 
oy other local authorities. On the other 
hand, we have found considerable advan- 
tage from discussion in the country on the 
Bill whic:i I introduced the year before 
last, and I hope that a similar result may 
follow if this Bill is not passed in the 
present session. At all events, I hope we 
shall have some discussion in this House, 
and I propose, therefore, as soon as may 
be, to move its Second Reading. I hope 


it may be convenient to do so withina | 


week or ten days ; but, of course, in the 
matter of time I shall be glad to consult 
the convenience of your Lordships. I 
have now only to ask leave to introduce 
the Bill. 


Moved, “That the Bill be read a first 
time.”—(The Duke of Devonshire.) 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I think it would be far better to 
postpone any serious discussion of the 
Bill until we have it in our hands. It is 


only fair to the noble Duke, however, to | 


say that I think the arrangement of 
offices, as far as I can understand the 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


I have, of course, at this | 


Bill to make better provision for en- 
abling county councils and other local 
authorities to aid forms of education not 
being elementary—presented by the Lord 
| President (D. Devonshire) ; read 1“; and 
to be printed. (No. 135.) 


BURIAL GROUNDS BILL. 
[SECOND READING. } 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Lorp BELPER: The subject of the 
Bill which I have to ask your Lordships 
to read a second time this evening is one 
that has constantly attracted the atten- 
‘tion of Parliament. The laws which 
govern the use of burial grounds are of a 
very complex nature ; they are contained in 
a series of Acts of Parliament called 
the Burial Acts, which are administered 
under the supervision of the Home Office. 
The matter is rendered still more com- 
plicated by the fact that there is another 
Act, called the Public Health (Interments) 
Act, 1879, which is administered by the 
Local Government Board. The difficulties 
with regard to the present law relating to 
burial grounds do not by any means end 
here. It is a notorious fact that the 
present state of the law has given rise to 
constant disputes and difficulties. How 
great those difficulties are has been shown 
iby the fact that many partiés have 
attempted to come to a compromise out- 
side the provisions of the Acts in order to 
make an arrangement which would be 
more satisfactory. It is not surprising, 
therefore, that the attention of Parlia- 
ment has been constantly called to the 
present state of affairs, and three years 
_ago a suggestion was made in the House 
of Commons that a Select Committee 
should be appointed to inquire into the 
‘whole state of the law under the Burial 
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Acts. 


{26 June 1900} 


That suggestion was accepted by | they are administered cumbrous and defective, 
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the Government, and a Select Committee | #24 their operation has been, and still is, a 


was appointed to inquire whether any 
alteration in the existing law was neces- 
sary, especially in regard to the consecra- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


panes cause of controversy fraught with 
deplorable consequences to the peace of the 
localities concerned.” 


tion of ground, the provision of chapels, | I do not think it would be possible to put 


and the allocation of fees. The Com- 
mittee was composed of gentlemen 
fairly representative, I think I may 


| 


more strongly and concisely the defects 


_in the provisions of these Acts, and those 
| views are clearly shared by a number of 


say, of the different sides of this very | 


difficult question. [It had the great 
advantage of being presided over by the 
Member for the University of Cam- 
bridge, Sir Richard Jebb, and I 
think it will be at once admitted | 
that both the chairman and the other 
members of the Committee approached 
the matter in a very conciliatory spirit, 
and with an earnest desire to arrive at 
some fair and satisfactory compromise, for 
they came to what was practically a unani- 
mous conclusion on the question. Their 
Report was made at the end of the session 
of 1898, after the Committee had taken 
a great deal of evidence with respect to 
the state of the law and the difficulties 
which had arisen under it. Last session | 
a deputation waited upon the Home Sec- | 
retary, consisting of representatives of 
both sides of the question, and requested 
him to bring in a Bill to carry out the 
recommendations of that Report. That 
Bill has been brought in this year by the | 
Home Secretary. It is practically 
founded on all the suggestions made by 
the Select Committee, with two excep-| 
tions, which I will presently notice. The 
subsequent course of that Bill through the 
other House justified the arrangement 
that had been come to by the Com- 
mittee, because it may be said to have 
met with the general assent of that 
House, and to have been passed through 
without any substantial amendment. | 
That is the history of the Bill so far as it 
has got. With regard to the necessity 
for some amendment of the law, I think it 
is unnecessary for me to give any opinion | 


of my own. I cannot put the case in favour | 
| addition to that, that a religious body, if 
they obtained the consent of the local 


of legislation more strongly than it is 
put by the Committee in almost the first 
paragraph of their Report. I will there- 
fore venture to quote those few words to | 
the House, because I think they express 
very clearly what is the feeling in the 
country generally upon the subject. The 
Committee say— 


“Your Committee are of opinion that these | 
laws are unduly complex, that some of their | 


provisions are unjust, the machinery by which | chapel, or give the necessary facilities. 
{ 


people who have had experience in the 
working of the Acts. I should like to 
make it clear that this Bill deals only 
with burial grounds under the Burial 
Acts and the Public Health (Interments) 
Act. It does not affect churchyards in 
any way, nor does it refer in the slightest 


| degree to cemeteries owned by companies 


and established under private Acts. The 
three most important questions with 
which it deals are those which 
were specially referred to the Com- 
mittee, and which have no doubt 
caused the most friction in the adminis- 
tration of the law—namely, the consecra- 
tion of burial grounds, the provision of 


chapels, and the fees which are payable to 


the different authorities. I will state as 
briefly as I can the effect of the provisions 
of this Bill, which carries out the recom- 
mendations of the Committee. With 
regard to consecration, the proposal which 
the Committee made, and which is carried 
out in this Bill, is that every local autho- 
rity should have discretionary power to 
apply for the consecration of part of the 
cemetery, but if the local authority for 
any reason decline to, or do not, apply 
for the consecration of part of the ceme- 
tery, and a demand for consecrated 
ground is proved to be made by a reason- 
able number of parishioners, then the 
Secretary of State has power to intervene 
and himself apply for consecration. As 
to the second point to which I alluded— 
the provision of chapels—the Committee 
recommended that in every cemetery the 
chapel or chapels which may be erected 
at the cost of the ratepayers should be 
unconsecrated and open to all, and, in 


authority, should have power to erect at 
their own cost a chapel for services 
according to the rites of their own body. 
If the local authority refuses its con- 


‘sent, then the Bill proposes that the 
Secretary 


of State might, if he 
thought fit, require the burial authority 
to erect or furnish or maintain such a 
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should be paid, and under this head there 
is a clause of considerable length. I will 
not trouble your Lordships by stating all 
the details of the clause; but, generally 
speaking, the proposal is that in the‘future 
all ecclesiastical fees other than fees for 
services actually rendered should be 
abolished in cemeteries which are here- 


after to be provided by the local authority. | 
The fees that are paid to incumbents | 


already receiving them are continued for 
either fifteen years or the life of the in- 
cumbent, whichever period is the shorter. 
In addition to that there are regulations 
which lay down that the fees should be 


submitted to the Secretary of State for | 


approval, and that in all cases the same 
amount should be demanded in respect of 
burial in consecrated as in unconsecrated 
ground. I do not presume to enter into 
an elaborate argument in favour of these 
particular proposals. I prefer to rely 
upon the fact that these are compromises 
which have been arranged, after very 
careful consideration, by representatives 
of both sides who have had full opportu- 


{LORDS} 
The third point deals with the fees which | 
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| introduced consolidation into a Bill which 
|was proposing to make an important 
‘amendment in the law, it might place 
| difficulties in the way of the passing of 
the Bill; but that if the Bill passed in its 
present form, it would pave the way for 
another Bill to consolidate the Burial 
Acts. The Home Secretary hopes, as we 
all do, that consolidation may take place, 
but it will be better done after this 
amendment of the law has been carried 
out. I hope I have said enough to induce 
your Lordships to give a favourable con- 
sideration to the Bill, and to allow it to 
be read a second time. I know that 
this is a subject in which a great 
many of your Lordships take a deep 
interest, and it is quite possible that 
there may be some individual Mem- 
bers of your Lordships’ House who may 
not think that the particular proposals in 
the Bill are ideally the best. I will only 
ask them to recognise that this Bill is a 
compromise which has been arranged, as 
I have said, by a Committee representing 
both sides of the question, that the settle- 
ment arrived at has been accepted by the 


nity of knowing what the difficulties of |Government and endorsed by the other 


the case are, and that they have been | 
accepted, generally speaking, by both sides 
as a fair and reasonable arrangement. 
There are two other points I should like 
briefly to refer to. There was one 
recommendation in the Report of the 
Committee to the effect that the con- 
fusion which was caused by the) 
two central authorities—the Local Govern- 
ment Board and'the Home Office—should 
be done away with, and that in future all 
these matters should be submitted to the 
Local Government Board. The Bill does 
not propose to carry out that recommen- 
dation precisely. What it proposes is 
that all those matters which concern | 
finance, sanitary regulations, and ques- | 
tions of that sort, should be transferred | 
from the Home Office to the Local Govern- 
ment Board, but that the Home Office 
should retain the management of what 
may be called ecclesiastical matters, such 
as the consecration of ground and the 
fees which are paid for ecclesiastical pur- | 
poses. The Committee strongly recom- | 
mend that in addition to an amendment | 
of the law the Burial Acts should be con- | 
solidated, and anyone who has had the | 
misfortune to have to study those Acts | 
will agree that it would be very desirable | 
that consolidation should take place. The | 


Home Secretary, however, felt that if he | 
} 


Lord Belper. 


House of Parliament, and that if the Bill 
can pass into law in substantially the 
same form as it now assumes, there is 
every hope that those unhappy disputes 
and differences which have too frequently 
occurred, and which are especially painful 
when they take place at the side of the 
open grave, may in the future cease and 
harmony reign in their stead. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.”—(Lord Belper.) 


Tue Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF CANTER- 
BURY: My Lords, I think the Govern- 
ment are very much to be congratulated 
on having succeeded in producing a Bill 
which certainly satisfies the great majority 
of those who are interested in the matter. 
I think this is a very fair and reasonable 
attempt to settle what is a very difficult 
matter ; and though, of course, there will 
be difference of opinion here and there, I 
doubt very much indeed whether it would 
be possible to make a better arrangement 
than that which is put before us in this 
Bill. I shall probably place an Amend- 
ment on the Paper when the Bill gets 
into Committee, but my Amendment will 
not touch the principle of the Bill in the 
slightest degree. With the Bill, as a 
whole, I am entirely in agreement. 
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{26 JuNE 1900} 


Amendment Bill. 
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THe Lorp ArcuBIsHop OF YORK: | shall not undertake the responsibility of 
I should like to add my congratu-| trying to amend it. For instance, Clause 
lations to those of my brother Arch- | 2 says that :— 


bishop, and to especially compliment the | « «usual place of abode’ 


Committee upon the successful issue to) 
which they have brought their delibera- 
tions. No one who is familiar with the 
Burial Acts can doubt that there is an | 
immediate necessity for some amendment. 
It used to be said that there was only one 
man in England who could understand the | 
Burial Acts, and that he did not, owing 
to their being so extremely complicated. | 
I think the Committee have arrived at a | 
compromise which will satisfy all the. 


ersons concerned, and I can say, on} 


ehalf of those who sit on this Bench, that 
no hindrance will be offered to the passing 
of the Bill. 


*THE Lorp Bisnop or WINCHES. | 
TER: My Lords, it seems to me desir- | 
able that we should, especially, per- | 
haps, from this Bench, bear testimony to | 


our sense of the spirit in which this matter 


has been approached by those who do) 


not ordinarily approve of our ecclesiastical 
system, and who might, perhaps, be 


regarded as our opponents in a matter of | 


this kind. To all of us who have followed 
this controversy, it will be at once appa- 
rent that there has been a genuine desire 
to arrive at a peaceful and harmonious 
settlement of the question. There are 
always some people who endeavour to 


keep a grievance open for the sake of its | 


usefulness to the cause to which they 
belong, but there has, so far as I can see, 
been no such endeavour in this case. The 


difficulties were acute rather than wide- | 


spread ; but they were certainly real, and 
this Bill is a genuine and satisfactory en- 
deavour to grapple with them. 


On Question, agreed to. Bill read 2* 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Friday 
next. 


MARRIAGE ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
[H.L.]. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The | 


Earl of Hatspury): This Bill seems to 
me to be drawn with so little care that I 


shall mean any 
ordinary residence of the person referred tao, 
whether he has more than one or not, or his 
usual abode for fifteen days immediately pre- 
ceding his making an affidavit to lead a 
licence.” 

What is the difference between those two 
things? What is the object of such an 
interpretation as that? This is only one 
example of a good many more to which I 
shall have to allude. What I particularly 
want to call attention to is that having 
made a definition of that sort it is not 
followed in the course of the Bill. The 


| words ‘‘dwelling place” are used through- 


out the Bill without reference to the 
definition clause. In my opinion the 
| whole Bill ought to be redrafted with 
more care. 


THE Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF CANTER- 
BURY : I would point out to the noble 
and learned Lord that this Bill was before 
| the House years ago. ‘It was very con- 

siderably amended, and then went down 
|to the House of Commons. The Bill 
which I have introduced this year is 
| verbatim the same Bill as that which 
passed the House on the last occasion. 
| Therefore, if it is so very badly drafted 
the responsibility surely rests with the 
House of Lords. When I proposed to 
| bring in the Bill again this year I gave 
instructions that the measure, as it passed 
the House before, should be precisely 
followed, and I cannot find any instance: 
in which my instructions have not been 
fully carried out. I do not profess to 
'be a draughtsman of Bills, but I think I 
was justified in supposing that if the 
| Bill had passed through your Lordships’ 
| House in this form it would not be 
| necessary for me to look any further to 
the drafting. Of course, it is quite 
| possible that this House may have been 
|a little somnolent on the. former occa- 
|sion, but at that time the Bill was dis- 
cussed very fully indeed. As a matter 
| of fact, the noble and learned Lord him 
self took part in the discussion and sup- 
| ported the Bill. I will hand him the 
| Bill and he can see for himself. It left 
| this House on 12th May, 1891, and was 
| printed in the House of Commons on 1st 
June of the same year. There has been 
| no change made in the Bill since then. 
|I do not quite understand the objection 
| which the Lord Chancellor has now raised 
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to something in Clause 2, but I should be 
very glad to accept an Amendment, either 
here or in the Standing Committee, if his 
Lordship thinks the clause can be easily 
amended. 


Marriage Act 


Clause 2 agreed to. 
Clauses 3 and 4 agreed to. 


Clause 5 :— 

THe Eart or HALSBURY: I can- 
not help thinking that anyone who reads 
this clause would do the most rev. Prelate 
the injustice of supposing that he wanted to 
obtain power to alter the form of solemni- 
sation of marriage. The clause reads— 

“The Archbishops of Canterbury and York, 
with the consent of the Convocations, are 
hereby authorised, subject to the approval of 
Her Majesty the Queen, to make such altera- 
tions in the rubrics after the Nicene Creed and 
in the form of solemnisation of matrimony as 
will make them agree with this Act.” 

I do not believe that the most rev. Prelate 
really wishes to alter the form of solemnisa- 
tion of matrimony. What he desires would 
be obtained by inserting, after the words 
«Nicene Creed,” ‘and in the rubrics in 
the form of solemnisation of matrimony.” 
This is an illustration of the loose draft- 
ing I refer to. I really do not remember 
what happened nine years ago, and under 
what circumstances my attention was not 
called to the matter. I do not think we 
are committed to the Bill as it stands by 
the fact of having been in a somnolent 
state when it last passed. We now have 
the facts before us, and must deal with | 
them as they are. | 


| 


THE Lorp ARCHBISHOP OF CANTER- | 


BURY: I shall be most willing to agree | 
to any amendment of the kind referred to | 
which the noble and learned Lord on the | 
Woolsack may move in Standing Com- 


mittee. 


Clause 5 agreed to. 


Clause 6 :— 


THe Eart oF HALSBURY: This 
clause raises a serious question of principle 
in respect to the publication of the place 
of marriage. Under Lord Hardwicke’s 
Act there is a positive prohibition against 
a marriage being celebrated in any aaah 
other than that in which the banns have 
been published. It is now proposed to 
alter this. Since the Second Reading of 


The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury. 





{LORDS} 





Amendment Bill. 


the Bill, when I ventured to make a few 
observations on this point, my attention 
has been called by more than one com- 
munication to this provision of the Bill, 
and the serious and unfortunate con- 
sequences that might have arisen had 
this been the law under the Act of 1823, 
The clause provides that the marriage 
| may be solemnised in any church in the 
diocese where the banns are published, 
This will tend to make the place of 
marriage a secret, and is an alteration in 
|the existing law for which no necessity 
|has been shown. The parties must make 
|up their minds where their banns 
are tobe published. Then why cannot 
they make up their minds where the 
|marriage is to be celebrated? What is 
| the evil to be got rid of ? The right rev. 
Prelate said the present law might be in- 
convenient, but I should like him to give 
your Lordships a concret? case in which 
inconvenience may arise.. It appears to 
me that this is a most serious departure 
from the code of law which has existed 
ever since Lord Hardwicke’s time, and has 
been found most useful in correcting what 
were most serious abuses. I am afraid I 
/must ask your Lordships to express an 
| opinion upon it one way or the other, 
unless a better reason than I have yet 
heard is given for altering the law. 








| 


THE Lorp ARCHBISHOP or CANTER- 
BURY: One of the great purposes of the 
Bill is to facilitate marriages in churches 
as compared with marriages at registrars’ 
Offices. The latter are now practically 

quite secret. The notice which has to be 





| exhibited in lieu of banns is put up in the 


office in such a way that a person must 
go on purpose to the place to find that 
the notice is there. The notice is gene- 
rally placed upon a door in such a manner 
as not to be easily seen, and a man who 


| > . 
| wants to find out whether a marriage has 
| been notified in the usual way has to find 


out that it is likely to be notified and 
then to go to the office to see if it has 
been. This procedure at the registry 
office has already very considerably 
diminished the publicity that should at- 
tend marriages, and people resort’ to the 
office instead of attending church. I 
think this is a very great mischief, and I 
desire to remove every obstacle to mar- 
riage in church. This is the object of the 
clause. The clause provides that the 
banns shall continue to be published as 
they are at present, but that the persons 
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who hand them in to be published shall 


always state where they intend to seek | 


for the actual marriage, and in what 
church it is to besolemnised. The clause 
further provides that— 


“The marriage shall not be solemnised in 
any church wherein the banns have not been 
published without the consent of the minister 
thereef, nor until after the production to him 
of a certificate of due publication of the banns 
at each of the :hurches where they were pub- 
lished, and that they were not forbidden by any 
person having a right to stop the marriage, and 
that an entry was made in the banns book of the 
intention to solemnise the marriage in such 
church.” 


Ishould be quite willing, if it would 
satisfy my noble and learned friend, to 
add a proviso that at the publication of 
the banns the name of the church where 
the marriage is to be solemnised should 
be mentioned. A large number of the 
artisan class particularly complain very 
much that they cannot be married with- 
out having all their acquaintances about 
them, who make a kind of mob at the 
marriage. Besides this, there are demands 
upon them for a wedding breakfast, and 
the consequence is that they are desirous 
of getting away from their friends and 
being married at some convenient distance, 
but at a distance which will be too far 
away for their acquaintances to follow 
them. The fact that they have to 
do this makes them prefer to go to 
the registrar's office, where they 
can contrive to have the ‘marriage 
entirely in seerecy. This Bill will really 
ensure greater publicity for the marriage 
ceremony than attends marriages in a 
registrar's office. I will insert words, as 
I have said, providing that on the pub- 
lication of the banns the name of the 
church where the marriage is to take 
plaice shall be mentioned, and I trust that 
will satisfy the Lord Chancellor. I do 
not think the clause, as amended, will 
be quite as good, but it will be tolerably 
good. 


THE Lorp BisHor or ST. ALBANS: 
My Lords, I think this clause will have the 
effect of getting rid of what I may call 
fictitious residence. London clergymen 
are constantly faced with the difficulty 
that people wish to be married in their 
church who are not living in the parish: 
They therefore leave an empty carpet 
bag in some room in the parish for 
fifteen days, and that is called a residence. 
it would be much: better if people 


{26 JunE 1900} 
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desiring to be married in a_ particular 
church should be able to do so without 
this sort of humbug. The thing should 
be straightforward. Where banns are 
published in a_ registrar’s office the 
marriage may still take place in a chureh, 
and therefore under the present law it is 
not always necessary for the marriage 
to take place where the banns are pub- 
lished. 
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THe Eart or HALSBURY: This is 
the first time I have heard a wedding 
party described as a mob from whom the 
bride and bridegroom were endeavouring 
to escape. The most rev. prelate com- 
plains that the notices are exhibited in 
the registrars’ offices in such a way that 
they easily pass unnoticed, but it is an 
odd way to remedy that by increasing 
the secrecy of marriages by this sort of 
provision. If there is anything wrong 
in the manner in which banns are pub- 
lished in a registrar’s office, let it be 
amended, but what relevancy has that to 
the question now under discussion? I 
have asked the most rev. prelate for some 
concrete case showing the particular in- 
convenience which it is desired to remove, 
but he gave me nothing except the 
grotesque account of people who wish to 
escape from their neighbours and friends 
on the ground that the latter would 
expect them to provide a breakfast. I 
shall insist upon my Amendment to omit 
the clause. 


*THe Lorp Bishop or WINCHES- 
TER: With all respect to the noble and 
learned Lord Chancellor, I venture to 
deny that marriages under this Bill will, 
as the noble and learned Lord supposes, 
be attended by greater secrecy. On the 
contrary, so far as there is any difference 
at all, the effect will be to ensure greater 
publicity. We will suppose that two 
people desire to be married, and that the 
father of the bride wishes to prevent the 
macriage. I want to know how that will 
be rendered easier for him because the 
marriage takes place in one of the two 
churches in which the banns have been 
published than it would be in the third 
church, the name of which had been 
announced when the banns were pub- 
lished ? If the noble and learned Lord 


could show that the suggested provision 
would lead to additional seerecy I should 
be entirely with him in objecting: to it, 
but I fail to see how such can be the case. 
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It is very desirable to get rid of the 
mischievous sham fictitious ‘ residence,” 
to which the Bishop of St. Albans has 
referred, and it is with a view to the 
promotion of openness and straightfor- 
wardness that this clause has been 
drafted. 


Tue Eart or CAMPERDOWN: Will 
the most rev. Prelate tell the House 
whether he intends to move the Amend- 
ment he indicated in the course of his 
remarks? I think it would be better if 
the clause were amended before it is pro- 
posed to strike it out altogether. 


THE Lorp ArcHBISHOP OF CANTER- 
BURY : I confess I thought my Amend- 
ment would have satisfied the noble and 
learned Lord. I am quite prepared to 
move it. 


Moved— 

“In Clause 6, page 2, line 26, after ‘ pub- 
lished’ to insert ‘provided that at the 
publication of the banns the name of such 
church is mentioned.’ ”—(Zhe Lord Archbishop 
of Canterbury.) 


Lorp GLENESK: My Lords, I ven- | 


ture to think that already in England 


marriage is more easy than in any other | 


country, and the proposal in the Bill will 
tend to give additional facilities for 


parties going away from their friends to | 
get married. This is exactly one of the | 


things which promotes bigamy in Eng- 
land. I would like to know how many 
working men have two wives, and think 
nothing of it. In other countries people 
cannot get married without the consent 
of their parents until they are forty years 
of age. I know a case in which an actor 
and actress, Jewess and Greek, wished to 
get married, and the Roman Catholic 
law in France would not allow them to 
do so without the consent of their parents, 


as they were under forty years of age. | 
They therefore decided to come over to | 


England. 


THe EarL oF KIMBERLEY: Very 
wise of them. 


Lorp GLENESK: They wrote to a 
solicitor in this country, asking him to 
make arrangements for getting them 
married on arrival. The solicitor replied 
that it was impossible, and the lady then 
telegraphed to him to see me, saying she 
knew Sir Algernon (as I then was) could 


The Lord Bishop of Winchester. 


{LORDS} 
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|arrange anything, and would get the 
sheriff to come to the railway statiun and 
marry them or arrival. The couple came 
to England, and what was my astonish- 
ment on being told when I met them that 
they had been married that morning. On 
inquiry I found that the marriage had 
been solemnised in one of the highest 
churches in London by means of a licence 
obtained from a predecessor of the most 
rev. Prelate, on the representation that 
the man had been in England for three 
weeks. In view of circumstances such as 
these I cannot support the clause. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: So far 
as I can see, the very interesting story 
told by the noble Lord does not bear on 
the Bill. He is desirous that we should 
have the French law of marriage intro- 
duced into this country. 


Lorp GLENESK : No. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: He 
wants the consent of the parents and all 
| kinds of things to be obtained, but what 
| has that to do with this Bill? If it goes 
to a division I shall vote with the right 
rev. Bench on this matter, because I can- 
not see that, after the Amendment which 
the most rev. Prelate has proposed is 
made, there can be any possible chance of 
due publicity not being given, and if due 
publicity is given I do not see why this 
facility should not be afforded to those 
tormented persons referred to who wish 
to run away from their friends. 


|. Tue Lorp Bisnop or CHICHESTER: 
In rising to support this clause I would 
point out that the publication of banns 
in the various churches will be carried 
out under this Bill in exactly the same 
way as at present. The only question 
is, whether it is absolutely necessary to 
continue the present law by which the 
|Marriage must take place in one of the 
|churches in which the banns have been 
| published. A case arose only recently in 
/my own diocese where the inconvenience 
|of the present law was made manifest. 
| Two members of the choir in one parish, 
| who were living in other parishes, desired 
_to get married. They were, of course, 
| compelled to have the banns published in 
| the parishes in which they lived, but they 
| wished to be married in the church of 
| whose choir they were members. And 
| why should they not? There would be 
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perfect publicity, because the name of 
the church in which they were to be 
married would be mentioned when the 
banns were published. 
objection to the clause. 


{26 June 1900} 
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On Question, Amendment agreed to. 


Return of Expenses. 


On Question, “That Clause 6 stand 


I cannot see any | part of the Bill,” their Lordships divided : 


—Contents, 29 ; Not Contents, 18. 


CONTENTS. 


Canterbury, L. Abp. 
Camperdown, E. 
Crewe, E. 

Grey, E. 

Kimberley, E. 

Leven and Melville, E. 
Morley, E 

Romney, E. 

Spencer, E. 

Carlisle, L. Bp. 


Lincoln, L. Bp. 


Winchester, L. 
Ashcombe, L. 





Chichester, L, Bp. 
Durham, L. Bp. 
Hereford, L. Bp. 
Lichfield, L. Bp. 


Norwich, L. Bp. 
St. Albans, L. Bp. 
Southwell, L. <° 


Burghclere, L. 
Calthorpe, L. 
Clonbrock, L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Halsbury, E. (L. Chancellor.) 
Devonshire, D. (L. President.) 


Mar, E. 
Mayo, E. 


| Leigh, L. 
Monkswell, L. [Teller.] 
Reay, L. [Teller.] 
| Robertson, L. 
| St. Levan, L. 
3p. Windsor, L. 
Belper, L. [TZedler.] 


Churchill, L. 


Cross, V. (L. Privy Seal.) | Waldegrave, E. Glenesk, L. 
[Teller.] | Knutsford, V. Harris, L. 
Pembroke and Montgomery, | Frankfort de Montmorency,V. | Heneage, L. 
E. (L. Steward.) | Hopetoun, L. (Z. Hopetoun.) | James, L. 


Denbigh, E. 
Clause agreed to. 


Clause 7 :— 


THE Kart oF HALSBURY : I do not 
intend to divide upon this Clause, but I 
must protest against it. I very much doubt 
whether, under the circumstancessuggested 
here, it is very desirable to facilitate the 
marriages of seamen. One knows what is 
said in the case of seamen, and in Clause 7 
it is provided that a seaman, if his ship is 
in port, may be married in any church 
within five miles of the ship. That seems 
to me to encourage the practice to which 
the noble Lord opposite objected. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clauses 8 to 18 agreed to. 
THE Eart or HALSBURY: Upon 


every one of these clauses I think ques- 
tions may arise as to the drafting, but, 
as I have said, it seems to me that the 
Bill is so extremely ill-drawn that I shall 
not attempt to amend it. Therefore, 
those who are in charge of the Bill will 
take their own responsibility of keeping 
it as it stands. 


Bill re-committed to the Standing Com- 
mittee; and to be printed as amended. 


(L Chamberlain.) 





(No. 136.) 
VOL. LXXXIV. 


[FouRTH SERIES. ] 


Sudley, L. (#. Arran.) 


COUNTY SURVEYORS (IRELAND) BILL. 
NAVAL oes il mataati a 
BILL. 


Read 3 (according to Order), and 
passed. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION —RETURN 
OF EXPENSES. 

THe Eart or MAYO: My Lords, I 
beg to move for a Return showing the 
total expenses of the Irish Land Commis- 
sion for each of the five years ended 31st 
March, 1896, to 1900. The Irish Land 
Commission exercises a very important 
part in our lives in Ireland, and also in 
the lives of our tenants. I know of no 
public document readily accessible which 
gives this Return, and therefore I hope 
there will be no objection to granting it, 


Moved, “That there be laid before the 
House a Return showing the total ex- 
penses of the Irish Land Commission for 
each of the five years ended 31st March, 
1896 to 1900.”—(The Earl of Mayo.) 


THE Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
the information which the noble Earl 
asks for is already given, to a great 
extent, in the annual Appropriation 
Account which is presented to Parliament 
every year, the last of which is to 31st 
March, 1899. That for 1899-1900 will 


2Q 








1059 


be presented in due course, but I may 
tell the noble Lord that the nett expendi- 
ture for that year was, approximately, 
£125,000. There are one or two excep 
tions, however, in that the salaries 
of the Chief Commissioners are not 
shown in the Appropriation Account. 
They are charged to the Consoli- 
dated Fund, and amount to about 
£14,000. In addition to the amounts 
shown in the Appropriation Account 
there are certain items for office accom- 
modation, stationery, printing, etc., the 
details of which will be found set forth 
in the annual Estimate for the Land Com- 
mission. I think if the noble Earl will 
look up those documents he will get all 
the information he requires. 


Lunacy Administration— 


Tue Eart or MAYO: May I ask the 
noble Earl if those different items might 
be consolidated ? This would give us the 
Return in a very simple form. 


THe Eart or DENBIGH: I will in- 
quire of the Irish Office, but the answer I 
have given to the noble Earl was the 
answer which I obtained to his question. 


Tue Eart or MAYO: The items are 
all mixed up at present, and if they were 
consolidated it would save us a great de] 
of trouble. 

THe Eart or DENBIGH: 
inquire. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 


LUNACY ADMINISTRATION—THE 
“ST. PANCRAS SCANDAL.” 


{LORDS} 


I will | 
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officer. Some very startling faets have 
been brought to light in conneetion with 
the administration of the lunacy laws in 
the parish of St. Pancras which certainly 
do call for public notice, especially as 
| it appears from the report of the authority 
| itself thatthe state of things there disclosed 
|has existed for a period of something 
| approaching thirty years. The remarkable 
facts connected with the case are mainly 
| three: (1) That the number of persons 
| detained as insane in St. Pancras is some 
| 100 per cent. greater than in the adjoining 
| parish of Islington, according to population; 
(2) that a much greater number of lunatics 
are sent to private asylums from St. Pan- 
cras than from the adjoining parish ; and 
(3) that the cost of the maintenance of 
| insane persons in St. Pancras, which falls, 
of course, upon the ratepayer, is from 100 
to 200 per cent. higher than in the 
adjoining parish. According to the 
report issued by the Marylebone Vestry, 
it appears that the total cost to St. 
Pancras for the half-year ending Lady- 
day, 1899, was £14,143 17s. 3d. At 
Islington the cost was £5,543 17s. 4d.— 
| between a half and a third of the cost in 
'St. Pancras. Further, the report states 
| that in Islington, for the whole six months, 
only six patients were sent from that parish 
| to expensive private licensed houses at the 
| rate of £2 2s. a week, while twenty-seven 
were sent from St. Pancras to Hoxton 
House and thirteen to Bethnal House 
—namely, forty from St. Pancras 
|as against six from Islington. These 
‘facts having been tardily drawn 
‘to the attention of the vestry, an 
‘inquiry was instituted into the matter, 
| and the report discloses what I am now 
‘about to mention. I would remind 





*Lorp RUSSELL or KILLOWEN: | the House of what the duties and the 
My Lords, I rise to call the attention of | powers of the relieving officers are. A 
the House to what the Press has described | relieving officer may, on his own responsi- 
as the “St. Pancras Scandal” ; and to ask | bility, take up—take into custody practi- 
the noble and learned Lord on the Wool- | cally—a person whom he has reason to 
sack, who has special authority and | believe to be insane and dangerous to the 
responsibility in relation to the care of | public, and without any medical examina- 
lunatics in this country, whether it is pro- | tion, and without authority from anyone, 
posed to take any, and what, proceedings | cause such person to be detained for a 
in the matter. Looking tothe hour which | period of three days, after which time 
has been reached my observations will | some step must be taken which involves 
be brief. Your Lordships are aware | judicial inquiry before a magistrate and a 
that the parish authorities have very im- | medical examination. It appears that the 
portant duties to discharge in relation to | relieving officers in St. Pancras have, over 
lunatics within their parish, and that | the long period I have mentioned, been in 
these functions are discharged largely by | the habit of receiving, and receiving 
two sets of officers paid by the parish, | regularly, as if it were a right, a sum of 
ealled the relieving officer and the medical | about five shillings for each medical 


The Earl of Denbigh. 
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examination of a person believed to be 
insane. That is to say, when a relieving 
officer produced a patient for the purpose of | 
examination to a medicalman, that medical | 


man paid him five shillings and sometimes | 


less. When I remind your Lordships 


that there may be two or even three of | 
medical | 


such examinations when the 
officer and the magistrate are not able to 
arrive at a definite conclusion, your Lord- 


ships will see that the fees paid in that | 


way may become considerable. Next, the 
report ascertains the fact that the 
medical men who were honourable and 
high-minded enough to decline to pay 
these douceurs to the relieving ofticer for 
doing that which was merely his duty 
were, as it were, boycotted by the reliev- 
ing officer, and persons supposed to be | 


insane were not brought to them for | 
examination. Lastly, the report finds | 


that relieving officers, on taking patients 
to private asylums, are paid varying 
fees by the owners of those 
asylums — fees varying from 10s. to 
£1 and sometimes as much as £2. 
The figures of those detained do 
exhaust the working of this 
system, because it does not follow that 
every person who is taken into custody 


by the relieving officer is pronounced | 


by the medical man and the Justice 


ot the Peace to be a _ fit subject | 
for further detention ; but, whether 
that is the result or not, the medical 


officer gets his fee all the same, and the 
relieving officer who takes the case to his 
pet medical man also gets his proportion 
of that fee. I think your Lordships can 
have little doubt as to the obvious dangers 
to which this state of things gives rise. 
What is most significant is the statement 
in the report adopted by the St. Pancras 
Vestry, that there is reason to think that 
the system is not confined to St. Pancras, 
but is very general. 
appeared on your Lordships’ Paper, I have 
been waited upon by a member of the 
vestry of St. Matthew’s, Bethnal Green, 
and I will tell your Lordships the result 
of the communication made to me by 
him. That vestry found that there existed 
this dishonest state of relations between 
their salaried officer and the 


asylums. They drew the attention of 
the Local Government Board to it as far 
back as September, 1899. 


drew the attention of the Lunacy Com- | 
missioners to it, but the latter replied 
that they had no authority to deal with 


{26 JUNE i900} 


private | 


not | 
corrupt | 


mecical | 
oilicer and the owners of these private | 


They also | 


| mentioned. 
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| the matter. All they could do would be 
|to g give warning to the owners of these 
| private asylums that they must not con- 
‘tinue to give these douceurs or bribes to 
| the relieving officers. It was not until 
much later that an inquiry took place by 
aninspectorappointed by the Lccal Govern- 
;ment Board. What the Local Govern- 
|ment Board contemplate doing I know 
not, but I am informed that up to this 
time they have done nothing. I would 
like to read to your Lordships two docu- 
ments. The first is the statement of the 
relieving officers of Bethnal Green in 
their own defence. They say, with some 
naiveté :-— 


‘In order that there may be no misunder- 
| standing on the part of the Board as to our 
position, and also, if possible, to avoid the 
| trouble and indignity of question and cross- 
question, we beg to set forth herein the facts 
of the matter, which we declare to be the 
| truth.” 


| They begin by a general denial that they 
had been parties to any system of black- 
‘mail or tipping, and then proceed in this 
remarkable language :— 

“The examinations being now conducted by 
district medical ofticers, these gentlemen have, 
in the full exercise of their own free will and 
| judgment, chosen to hand us respectively at 
the end of each quarter 
Your Lordships will see that there is a 
running account between the relieving 
officer and the medical man. 





—‘“a sum varying in amount, but usually equal 
to 5s. for each £1 Is. received for ‘lunacy 
‘examination work during the preceding 
quarter.” 


| And then they say— 


** As to the allegations made with reference 
to occasional fees being received from private 
asylums—to wit, Hoxton House and Bethnal 
Green—the simple fact is that when it is not 
possible to secure vacancies for cases in the 


| county asylums it has been, and is, the custom 
: : QS, | of the authorities of these local asylams, 

Since this notice | 
| the officer 


through their respective secretaries, to give to 
concerned an honorarium — at 
Hoxton House of £2 2s., and at Bethnal Green 


of £2.” 


How far these offerings from medical 
men are to be regarded as a_ volun- 


tary tribute to the merits of the 
relieving officers your Lordships will 
gather from a communication, also furn- 
ished to me from one of these relieving 
officers to the doctor asking for an 
advance of payment. It is ‘dated 3rd 
August, 1899, and there is no reason why 
the relievi ing officer’s name should not be 
It is Christopher A. Forrest, 
and he writes— 


2Q2 
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“ Dear Doctor Burdoe,—As a matter of very 


Lunacy Administration— 


{LORDS} 
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My 


“ St. Pancras Scandal.” 
THe Eart or HALSBURY : 


great urgency I ask you tolet me have £1 of | Lords, I do not think the noble and 


next quarter's affair. We have seven cases, 
and I am going after another one to-night. I 
do sincerely trust that you will endeavour to 
oblige.” 


That is addressed by the receiving officer 
to a medical gentleman in the neighbour- 
hood. The same gentleman who gave me 
this information has informed me that 
since the inquiry last autumn there has 
been a marked decrease not only in the 
number of persons detained, but in the 
number of those originally taken up, so to 
speak, by the relieving officer and after- 
wards rejected—in other words, 


number of cases is reduced to bond fide | 


cases, 


tible that people have been taken up for | 


examination with a view to fees being 
obtained. 
have no power, of their own motion, to 
dismiss these relieving officers; they 
cannot do that without the sanction of 
the Local Government Board. It does 
not appear that they have asked for 
that sanction in either case. 
[ have thought it right to call the atten- 
tion of the noble and learned Lord on 
the Woolsack, who, as I have said, is 
vested with special authority 


see whether some scheme cannot be 
devised to prevent the continuance and 
recurrence of this state of things. I 


desire also to ask whether the attention | 


of the Law Officers has been drawn to this 
matter. Has the Public Prosecutor had 
his attention called to it, because, 
unless I am greatly mistaken, a clear 
violation of the law (Lord R. Churchill’s 
Act, 1889) has been perpetrated both by 
the relieving officers and by the medical 
men. I see that in the other House of 
Parliament the learned Attorney General 
stated, as I expected he would state, that 
the law is as I conceive it to be. He 
said— 

“If the facts were as stated an offence of a 
very serious character had been committed, 
both by the officials in question and by the 
persons who were alleged to have given the 
bribes.” 


I have a very earnest conviction that this 
system of corruption is very much more 
widespread than is generally conceived, 
and that it is eating into the public sense 
of morality. It surely is necessary, 
therefore, that the Government of the 
country should take notice of this evil. 


Lovd Russell of Killowen. 


the | 


The conclusion is almost irresis- | 


It appears that the guardians | 


Therefore | 


and | 
responsibility, to the matter, in order to | 


learned Lord has at all overstated the 
seriousness of the matters to which he 
has called attention. I should say at once 
that the attention of the Commissioners 
in Lunacy was called to the Bethnal 
Green case as long ago as last November. 
They took exactly the same view as the 
noble and learned Lord does, and invited 
the Public Prosecutor to consider whether 
or not there ought to be a prosecution of 
the persons concerned. The Public 
Prosecutor, after taking the opinion of 
counsel, came to the conclusion that the 
| particular section of the Act to which the 
_ noble and learned Lord has called attention 
| would not reach those persons who are 
in the ambit of animadversion. My own 
| attention has been drawn to the matter 


| this year by the Lunacy Commissioners 
in connection with an amending Lunacy 
Bill which passed through your Lord- 
ships’ House on 9th March last. After 
the Bill had left the House I received 
'from the Commissioners a draft clause, 
which they suggested, providing that if 
the proprietor or manager of a house 
| licensed under the principal Act should 
| offer, or cause to be offered, any gift to 
any person as an inducement to bring 
'any lunatic to the house, he should 


be guilty of a misdemeanour. I 
regret to say that the Bill has 
not been read a second time in the 


House of Commons. It is, I believe, a 
measure urgently demanded, not only 
|in regard to the particular matter now 
brought under review, but on other and 
general grounds. Looking at the period 
|of the session, I am afraid the Bill is in 
peril, and so long as the House of Com- 
mons permits its business to be delayed 
by one or two persons who may have 
particular objections, so long, I am afraid, 
will great public evils continue to exist. 
This is, I think, the third time that the 
Bill has passed through your Lordships’ 
House, and it has not yet had an oppor- 
tunity of passing into law. Unless some 
legislation with regard to this subject is 
placed on the Statute-book the evil will 
continue to increase. I do not think that 
the noble and learned Lord has at all ex- 
aggerated the matter. If anything, he 
has understated it. My own belief is that 
the evil is much more widespread than is 
supposed, and the facilities with which 
sometimes certificates of insanity are 
signed is one of the things which the Bill 
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to which I have referred is intended to | the officials of their own motion, but that 
correct. This is another branch of the | they required the authority and con- 
system of corruption to which the noble currence of the Local Government Board. 
and learned Lord has previously called 

attention, and I hope most sincerely that Tue Earn or KIMBERLEY: Yes; 
the Bill will pass, and that it will but did they ask for it? That is the 
be rendered penal both to give and receive point. 

money for these purposes. The case to 

which the noble and learned Lord has|) *Lorp RUSSELL or KILLOWEN: I 
drawn attention occurred since the Bethnal believe it is the case that a censure was 
Green case, and there is reason to believe passed on the officials by the local 
that there are many other cases in which authority. I am not aware that any 


the same system prevails. I only regret ie 
shat for pie m fa ie no gape mi with 2PPlication was made to the Local Govern- 
? 


which I need not trouble your Lordships, ment Board for their dismissal. With 
the Public Prosecutor and the learned reference to what the noble and learned 
counsel whom he consulted were of Lord on the Woolsack has said, I would 
opinion that under the particular remind the House that I have read the 
circumstances of this case an indict- language used by the Attorney General 
ment would not have a chance of being a few days ago in the other House upon 
successful. In a case of this sort an the very facts which I have mentioned. 
unsuccessful indictment is an extremely I do not wish to set up my opinion, not 
dangerous thing, and therefore the having thoroughly considered the matter, 
Public Prosecutor was quite right in not against that of the counsel whom the 
instituting a prosecution. But no such Public Prosecutor consulted; but, as at 
objection could be raised if the clause to present advised, my opinion is that the 
which I have referred had been passed ¢ase comes within the statute known as 
into law. I can only say that the nuble Lord R. Churchill’s Act, and I would 
and learned Lord has done a public service | Suggest that the Lord Chancellor should 
in calling attention to the matter, and I, ask the opinion of the Law Officers on 
hope it will not be forgotten in the House that point. 
of Commons when the question of the f 
Lunacy Bill is under debate. THe Eart or HALSBURY: Not 

unnaturally, my mind was more particu- 
_ Tae Eart oF KIMBERLEY: Ishould larly directed to that for which I am 
like 60 ask the noble and learned Lord on responsible, and I have in consequence 
the Woolsack whether he can give usanyv | x ; tL Se oe 

~ | omitted to state that I have received acom- 


information as to any action taken by Si 
the Local Government Board. I read | Munication from the Local Government 


that these officers had not been dismissed, Board on the subject. It states that the 
If that is the case, it is a most outrageous guardians of the parish of St. Pancras. 
proceeding. If it is really the case that have forwarded to the Local Government 
an important local body in this city have Board a report in connection with this 
deliberately condoned an offence of this matter, from which it appears that the 
kind and have continued in office persons guardians have publicly and_ severely 
who have been guilty of these most censured the relieving officers and warned 
abominable practices, then if the Local them that any recurrence of the offence 
Government Board possesses any powers will result in their immediate suspension 
to deal with that body and to compel fromduty. In view of the gravity of the 
them to do their duty, that power ought | charge, the Board have directed that a 
to be exercised. If, on the other hand, careful inquiry shall be held by one of 
the Local Government Board cannot their inspectors. The Local Government 
compel that body to do its duty, the Board state that the charges in the Beth- 
sooner the law is altered the better. nal Green case appear to be well founded, 
but they have not yet given their decision 
*Lorp RUSSELL or KILLOWEN: I in that case. As it is alleged that similar 
should like to correct a misapprehension practices prevail in other parishes, the 
under which the noble Earl who has just Locai Government Board propose to ad- 
spoken is labouring. I stated that the dress a circular letter to boards of guar- 
local authority had no power to dismiss dians on the subject. 
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SECRETARIES TO IRISH COUNTY 
COUNCILS. 

*THE Eart or ARRAN: My Lords, I 
rise to ask Her Majesty’s Government 
whether the delay which has occured 
between the election of a secretary to the 
Mayo County Council and the ratification 
ot that election by the Local Government 
Board has been the cause of any 
additional expense; and, if so, whether 
such additional expense will be borne by 
the Local Government Board or the rate- 
payers of the county; whether for the 
future it will not be possible in all similar 
circumstances to oblige candidates to 


{LORDS} 
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accounts was such—I wish at once to say 
that I am only referring to their confusion 
—that a staff of forty-five clerks had to 
be sent down by the Local Government 
Board to put them in a proper condition. 
The clerks were so long at work that the 
expense occasioned amounted to some- 
thing like £1,000. What I want to know 
is, will this £1,000 be borne by the rate- 
payers or by the Local Government 
Board. I have not been able to discover 
that the Local Government Board took 
any steps before sanctioning the appoint- 
| ment to ascertain whether Mr. Kelly was 
| competent to fulfil the duties of the office. 
| The Local Government Board must have 
| been perfectly well aware of the circum- 


County Councils, 





satisfy the Local Government Board that | stances under which the appointment was 


they one or other 
qualifications for the post of secretary to 
a county council, as laid down by the 
Board’s instructions, before presenting 
themselves before the county council for 
election instead of after the election, 
as was in this instance the case. 


possess 


In asking this question I should like also | 


to put another question to the noble Lord 
of which I have given him private notice 
—namely, whether before ratifying the 
appointment the Local Government 


Board had taken any steps to ascertain | 
the fitness of Mr. D. O’Connor Kelly, the | 
County | 


late secretary to the Mayo 
Council, for that post, to which he was 
appointed by the council, and, if not, 


whether the expense caused by the con- | 


dition of the accounts when Mr. Kelly 
resigned the office will be borne by the 
Local Government Board or the rate- 
payers. The circumstances are these. On 
the resignation of the secretary to the 
Grand Jury (Mr. Blake), Mr. D. O’Connor 
Kelly was appointed secretary to the 
county council in his place. I have no 
reason to doubt the talents of Mr. D. 
O'Connor Kelly, but apparently they 
were not such as made him a _ very 
efficient secretary to the county council, 
because the state of business became so 


bad that the Local Government Board | 
were forced to write a very strong letter | 
to the Mayo County Council setting forth | 


the condition of affairs and begging thatthe 
business should be at once put upon a 
satisfactory footing. 
quence of this letter or not I am not 
able to say, but at any rate Mr. D. 


of the |™made. The circumstances of the appoint- 
| 


ment by the Mayo County Council would 
not be very interesting to your Lordships, 
and I will merely say that the gentlemen 
who made the appointment were men 
possessing the purest and highest motives 
of patriotism according to their lights, 
and that their only object was to save the 
pockets of the ratepayers whom they 
represented and whose votes they hoped 
to get agai at the next election. 
|They were, however, under a certain 
feeling of fear of the most powerful man 
in Ireland at this moment, Mr. William 
O’Brien, and, under those circumstances, 
the Local Government Board should have 
‘taken the utmost pains to see that any 
appointment made by them was really a 
fitting one. I now come to the questions 
standing in my name on the Paper. The 
case is as follows: An advertisement was 
issued in the newspapers stating that an 
election of a secretary. to the Mayo County 
‘Council would take place on a certain 
date, and this advertisement was signed 
| by the acting secretary who had been sent 
down by the Local Government Board. 
It was distinctly stated in that advertise- 
ment that no person should be eligible 
| te be appointed to the office unless he had 
been secretary to another county council, 
or had proved by examination that he was 
fitted for the post. Three candidates of 
importance came before the council. 
One certainly fulfilled all the condi- 
tions laid down in the advertisement. 


'The county council, however, elected 


Whether in conse- | 


a gentleman who had absolutely 
no qualifications, and when his appoint- 
ment was communicated to the Local 


O'Connor Kelly resigned his post, and it | Government Board, that body also ignored 


was then found that the conditicn of | the fact that he had passed no examina- 
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tion. They proceeded to set him an 
examination, and gave him six weeks to 
prepare for it. I should-like to know 
whether any extra expense was caused | 
by this six weeks delay, which was 
altogether irregular. 





THE Eart oF DENBIGH: I am afraid | 
a little confusion exists with regard to | 
the noble Earl’s questions, because he | 
commences by asking me a question 
which is not on the Paper. I do not 
know whether that is what he referred to | 
when he spoke of a question of which he | 
had given me private notice. 





*THE Eart oF ARRAN: I sent the | 
notice to the Irish Office. | 


THE EARL OF DENBIGH: When ? 


*THE EARL oF ARRAN: Before the | 
holidays. 


THE Eart or DENBIGH: I heard of 
that, but as the noble Lord did not put it 
on the Paper I understood that he 
was not going to ask it. Iam afraid I 
have not got a very full answer to the | 
questions asked as to the expense incurred | 
in the unravelling of the accounts | 
referred to. I can only say that the 
appointment of the late secretary was 
not ratified by the Local Government 
Board ; on the contrary, the Department | 
refused to ratify it because the late secre- 
tary declined to present himself for ex- | 
amination. If the noble Earl wishes me 
to make further inquiries with regard to 
the expense incurred I will do so if he 
will place a question on the Paper. 


*THE Ear OF ARRAN: Then I un- 
derstand the late secretary was acting 
solely on the election of the county 
council, without his appointment being 
ratified by the Local Government Board ? 


THe Eart or DENBIGH: That is 
the Report which is given by the Local 
Government Board. The delay which 
occurred between the election of a secre- 
tary to the Mayo County Council and 
the ratification of the appointment by the 
Local Government Board has caused no 
additional expense either to the county 
or to the Department. In answer to the 
other question, the Local Government 
Board report that it would not be practi- 
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cable to require all the candidates to 
satisfy them that they are possessed of 
the requisite qualifications before they 
present themselves for eléction. 

House adjourned at half-past Seven 


of the clock, to Thursday next, 
half-past Ten of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 26th June, 1900. 


DUBLIN ELECTRIC LIGHTING BILL 
(BY ORDER.) 


Order for consideration, as amended, 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


'*That the Bill, as amended, be now 


considered.” 


Mr. CAREW (Dublin, College Green) : 
I beg to move “That the Bill be con- 
sidered uyfon this day six months.” I 
move the rejection oi this Bill on the 
ground that the corporation are the 
proper people to have this matter in their 
own hands, and that the local town com- 
missioners intended the following year to 


| promote a Bill to get the necessary power. 


The grounds upon which the Dublin Cor- 
poration oppose this Billare even stronger 
than those which secured the rejection of 
the Bill promoted by the Dundalk Gas 
Company. It may be said that the 
electrical supply of the corporation has 
not been of a satisfactory character, but 
the reason for that is to be found in the 
fact that the amount of money which the 
corporation were enabled to spend at that 
time—namely, the sum of £89,000—in 
the erection of plant was found to be 
insufficient to supply their wants, and 
having exhausted their borrowing powers 


‘they were unable to go any further. 


In the last session of Parliament, the 
Dublin Corporation Markets Bill extended 
their borrowing powers to over £700,000. 
Immediately that was passed the corpor- 
ation arranged a scheme of electric 
lighting, and an _ eminent electrical 


engineer had estimated that the city of 
Dublin could be lighted for an expendi- 
ture of £250,000. They then applied to 
the Local Government Board to sanction 
the raising of that sum, and they placed 
their scheme before them. 


A local in- 
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quiry, which lasted several days, was held | partially stopped private monopolies in 
at which the promoters of this Bill | these things, but did not sufficiently en- 
opposed the corporation scheme, but the | courage local authorities. We are now 
result was that the Local Government | concerned with the Act of 1888, under 
Board passed the scheme. On the second | which almost every existing undertaking 
reading of this Bill, the question of com-|of this character has been established. 
petition was discussed fully and as a; The House should remember by that 
result, in a very small House, there wasa| Act company and municipal under- 
small majority against the corporation in | takings were placed under the same 





favour of this Bill. In the meantime, 
the corporation has succeededin obtaining 
a scheme which has*been sanctioned by 
the Local Government Board notwith- 
standing the opposition of the promoters 
of this Bill, and I think it would be a 
very unfair thing on the part of Parlia- 
ment if they allowed another company 
to enter into competition with the 
local authority. In the case of the 
Dundalk Bill the House would not allow 
it to pass, and now we ask Parliament 
not to establish a precedent of this cha- 
racter against the wishes of the local 
authority. This Bill as it now stands 
authorises the promoters to construct 
works and break up the streets of Dublin, 
and supply electricity in competition 
with the city of Dublin. One eminent 
witness at the inquiry was asked if he 
had ever known a case where a private 
company had ever been allowed to enter 
into competition with the local authority, 
and he answered “ No, I have not.” I 
think that the House of Commons should 
be very slow to allow such a weak case 
to override the wishes of the Corporation 
of Dublin by passing a Bill of this kind. 
I merely ask the House of Commons 
to think twice before adopting this 
measure. 


*Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to second the rejection of this Bill, 
and do so on more than local grounds. 
I object on well-established principles, 
as I maintain that the corporation 
should be its own contractor for public 
utilities, eliminating middlemen. I would 
ask the House to look further 
abroad than Dublin in this matter, 
and to examine what is the general 
usage in this particular question. 
I would appeal particularly to London 
Members to consider carefully the object 
lesson which this Bill furnishes. Surely 
the time has gone by when this House 
will permit monopol.es, or, rather, com- 


petitions against local authorities who 
ought to supply these public utilities. 
About the year 1882 Parliament 


Mr. Carew. 


| conditions as commercial concerns. The 
| companies were allowed rights for forty- 
| two years, and at the end of that time if 
they were required to do so, they must 
sell their undertaking and their plant at. 
| the price of old metal. With regard to 
the capital, the local authority had to 
| pay it back within thirty years, and 
/both plant and capital were almost 
in the same ratio whether owned by 
a private company or a corporation. The 
| Board of Trade has always given local 
authorities the preference in granting 
| Provisional Orders, and it has manifestly 
been the intention of Parliament that 
public bodies should take charge of public 
utilities. But public bodies move very 
‘slowly, and legislation, both local and 
Imperial, is generally behind the require- 
ments of public opinion, and legislators. 
have to be stirred up occasionally by the 
pressure of public opinion. It so happens 
that shrewd capitalists, foreseeing the 
requirements of the community, have 
| started by getting Provisional Orders, and 
| here inEngland they got possession of large 
areas, notably in such places as Liverpool, 
Leeds, and Sheffield. In some of these dis- 
tricts by the pressure of the ratepayers and 
public opinion local authorities have been 
obliged to take over these undertakings 
and paid very dearly for them. I have 
here a long list of figures, but I will refer 
to only four. In Birmingham, that model 
city, the amount expended in the in- 
stallation of the electric light by 
a private company was £219,000, 
but the municipality of Birmingham 
not long ago purchased that undertaking, 
and they paid for it £420,000. In Liver- 
pool the amount expended by a private 
electric lighting company was £264,711, 
and the municipality were obliged to pay 
for that concern no less than £436,474. 
In Leeds the amount expended was 
£217,420, and the. municipality were 
obliged to pay £370,580. In Sheffield the 
ratio was almost the same, and similar 
| results occurred in other places. I want 
' to know if this House intends to inflict a 
| similar financial loss upon the ratepayers. 
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of Dublin. This is a most important {also make more profit. I have another 
matter, and many people will agree with | reason why, as the representative of the 
me that, in the interests of the com-/ City of Dublin, I am for opposing a Bill 
munity, the electric supply should be in | of this kind, because it proposes to divert 
the hands of the local authority, and not | and take away a source of future revenue, 
be allowed to pass into the private|and place it into the pockets of pri 
ownership which is set up by this Bill. In| vate shareholders. This is one of the 
debating a subject of this kind we are strongest arguments against this Bill. 
bound to look at it from various points of Regarding English cities, in Leeds they 
view. What is the position of electricity have reduced the price of the electric 
at the present time? The number of | supply 4d. per unit, and they have 
private companies supplying electricity made a profit last year of £17,258. 
with works in operation are fifty-nine, as In Liverpool they have reduced the price 
against 109 by municipalities. In regard from 686d. per unit to 4°69d., and in 
to works in course of construction, Sheffield they have taken 14d. off the 
municipalities possess sixty-seven and | price charged originally, and still they al} 
companies twenty. In regard to Pro- | work at a profit. It is the same all over 
visional Orders, municipalities hold|the kingdom. I am in communication 
105 and companies only nine. Are we| With a gentleman from Brighton upon 
now going to add to that small number of | this subject, in which he says :— 

nine instead of adding one to the 105 > “I enclose cutting from The Municipal 
held by municipalities ? Let me compare Journal. You will see there that our 


ee : = 7 , | manager,. Mr. Wright, was expert for the 
briefly the charges for current of these company, and, though he objected to Dublin 


systems. I was reading the other day’ going outside its area for a generating station, 
the report of the British Association, and | he is at Brighton most strongly advocating us 
I find that a gentleman read a paper | going outside to build a new one.” 
on this subject, and he compared twenty- | Here we have Mr. Wright giving evidence 
one municipal undertakings with the’ before the Local Government Board in 
undertakings of twenty-one private com- | Dublin, and urging as a reason why the 
panies He found that the cost of pro- new scheme of the corporation should be 
duction in the case of municipalities was | objected to, that the Dublin Corporation 
187d. per unit, vrhilst hog the case of com-| were going outside the limits of the City ; 
panies the cost was 2.71d. The average while on the other hand we have the same 
charge per unit made by these twenty- gentleman advocating that very thing in 
one municipalities was 4}d., whilst the his own city. I will just read a very 
average charge of the companies was 5}d., | brief extract from the Municipal Journal. 
ora penny more than the municipalities. | [¢ says— 
This is not my own statement, for these}  ,, fl. Hy Ek Pa 
figures were given at a meeting of the ie So. Arak age >. ine: Bese 
Oo 5° 5 boasted that his chief witness, Mr. Wright, 
British Association, and may be tested by | would contradict everything which Mr. Ham- 
anyone. I have been looking up the mond said. Mr. Wright, when he went into 
question of indiscriminate municipal - witness box, did more—he contradicted 
trading, to which many hon. Members of ovo posi - geo gecdloner apes gd 
ae os men who occupy an anomalous position: he 
this House are properly opposed. A is for the municipality in Brighton and in 
gentleman named M. Emile Garcke, Whitechapel ; for private monopoly in Cork 
who is & great. opponent of municipal anf Dublin and hall a dozn other paces; fo 
trading, has carefully gone into the whole where, and 8 Mr. Wright’ all es time. :" 
question of companies and municipal man with such a contradictory professional 
supplies. He has made a report, and he | career cannot be expected to turn out a con- 
states that the average cost per unit of vineing or consistent witness. ° 
production in the case of companies is | I have no desire to attack Mr. Wright or 
551d., while that of municipalities is anybody else ; I merely mention the facts, 
435d. Therefore, it will be seen that and Gentlemen can inquire further into 
these affairs are not so economically | the matter if they wish. In the course 
managed by private companies as by local of the last debate the right hon. Gentle- 
authorities. ‘The same anthority also | man the President of the Board of Trade 
states that the profits made by com- treated the Members who opposed this 
panies was 5°51 per cent., whilst that of Bill rather harshly. To those acquainted 
municipalities was 5°5 per cent., so that | with the facts it is evident that the Dublin 
the municipalities produce cheaper and | Corporation were unable to develop the 
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electric lighting scheme owing to the want 
of funds and the lack of a suitable gene- 
rating station. Both these obstacles have 
now been removed, and the Corporation 
have taken measures to enable them to 
undertake efficiently the electric lighting of 
the city. I have made inquiries among the 
large cities of England, and it is perfectly 
evident that the profits derived from 
electric lighting by the municipal authori- 
ties is applied to the reduction of taxa- 
tion. But it appears to me that the 
City of Dublin is given exceptional treat- 
ment in many things. The citizens of 
Dublin are entitled to fair play and equal 


| area ; 
| the 


| 


| objection and that I would support the Second 
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my statement referred to that, and when 
hon. Member for Macclesfield withdrew 
that part of the Bill I said he had met my 


Reading.” 
I would remark here that the powers thus 
referred and objected to by the right hon. 


| Gentleman are all included in the Bill of 


this present company. ‘Towards the end 
of the debate the hon. Member for Cardiff 
asked whether the written undertaking 
of the promoters of the Lancashire Bill 


‘that they would do nothing without the 
|consent of the local authorities would 


treatment from this House with regard to | 
matters which are non-political, and I hope | 


this Bill will be rejected. 
looking at what the President of the Board 
of Trade has said on this matter. 
the session of 1899 when the General 
Power Distribution Bill was before the 


I have been | 


In | 


apply to the South Wales Bill, and the 
right hon. Gentleman said— 

“ Unless the promoters of this Bill are will- 
ing to accept a provision of that kind I should 


not be prepared to vote for the Second 
Reading. 


Under these circumstances I trust that 


| the right hon. Gentleman and those who 


| follow him will vote against this Bill. 


House of Commons it was rejected on | 


Second Reading by 164 to 132, notwith- 
standing the fact that the promoters of 


the Bill, in the course of the debate, | 


undertook not to supply electricity except 
with the consent of the corporations con- 
cerned, But here we have a company 
seeking to obtain a Bill from this House 
absolutely in opposition to the corpora- 
tion. In the course of the discussion on 
the occasion to which I have referred, the 
President of the Board of Trade is re- 
ported as having said— 


“Tt seemed to him that the principle of the 
Bill was a direct attack upon the right privi- 
leges and duties of municipal cerporations, 
and whatever might have been the contingent 
advantages which might accrue in consequence 
of the passage of this Bill, I should have been 
bound to tell the House I did not think it 
would be wise in passing a Bill which practi- 
cally sets aside the existing law which 
adequately protects corporations in the exer- 
cise of the duties which they have to discharge. 
Any private Bill of that kind, setting aside 
rights which corporations have by law, ought 
to be rejected.” 


That is just my position today. I take 


up the position of the President of the | 


Board of Trade at that time. The Lan- 
cashire Electric Biil of 1900 came up for 
Second Reading on the Ist March last, 
and the hon. Member who moved the re- 
jection referred to this statement of the 
right hon. Gentleman, when the President 
of the Board of Trade interrupted and 
said— 

“That Bill not only took power to go 
through the streets, but also to distribute light 


and electric power throughout the municipal 


Mr. Field. 


It 
seems to me that the action of the right 
hon. Gentleman on the Second Reading 
of the Dublin Electric Lighting Bill is 
hardly consistent with the course he has 
adopted with regard to English Bills. A 
large loan has been sanctioned by 
the Local Government Board for 
the purpose ef enabling the  cor- 
poration to carry out an_ efficient 
scheme, and where Parliament, through 
the Local Government Board, has 
authorised a municipal corporation to 
borrow money for a municipal under- 
taking on the security of the rates, and 
the corporation is establishing or has 
established an undertaking, these special 
Parliamentary powers ought not to be 
granted to a private company, trading for 
profit, to undertake similar works in 
competition with the corporation. I am 
opposed to this Bill because, if competition 
were entered into, it would interfere very 
much with the electric lighting of the city 
in the future by the corporation. Another 
reason is the opening up of the streets. 
The breaking up of the streets is a great 
obstacle which has been recognised by 
those outside Ireland. I happen to be 
a member of the United Kingdom Trade 
Protection Society, and I find that ata 
meeting in the City of London the 
following resolution was carried— 

“‘ That it be represented to the Parliamentary 
Committee now sitting to consider the question 
of municipal trading, that any enterprise 
requiring interference with the surface of 

ublic streets, such as gas, water, electricity, 
1ydraulic power, or telephones, trams, ete., 
should be under the control of municipalities 
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as trustees for the rights of the public in the | 
thoroughfares of cities and boroughs, but that | 
itis undesirable for municipalities to engage | 
in retail trades.” 

Here you have such a society passing | 
a resolution of this kind unanimously. 
I would ask the House to reject this 
Bill by a large majority, because it is 
an interference with the rights and 

privileges of municipalities, because it 

seeks to take away from the ratepayer a 

revenue which should be applied to the 

reduction of the rates, and that it will 

enable a private company to tear up the 

streets and to interfere with the con- 

venience of traffic in the city. On these 

grounds, as a representative of Dublin, I 

trust that the House will reject this Bill. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and aid the 
words ‘three months.’”—(M7r. Carew.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. BROWN (Shropshire, Wellington), 
speaking as Chairman of the Committee 
which considered and passed the preamble 
of the Bill, said it was proved that for 
many years past the Corporation of 
Dublin had had power to provide the | 
electric light and had failed to do so. 
Had the corporation done its duty there 
would have been no case made out for 
this Bill, The hon. Member who moved 
the rejection of the Bill had referred to 
the case of the Dundalk Bill, but he 
denied that there was any parallel be-| 
tween the two cases. He could only say 
that if the Dublin Corporation continued 
in the future to manage their electric | 
lighting works as they had done in the | 
past, he should congratulate himself that 
he was not a ratepayer of the city. 
What was the case of this Bill? It was 
that for many years past the Corporation 
of Dublin bad had the power to provide 
the light, as he had already stated, and 
had absolutely failed to do so. Under | 
these circumstances, was it not right that | 
anew competitor should be allowed to | 
come in and supply a great want? When | 
the Bill was before the Committee it was | 
proved beyond doubt that the supply of | 
electric light was practically nil. The | 
corporation obtained its Provisional Order | 
in 1892, and what had been the result of | 
its eight years’ work? There was general | 
dissatisfaction, the price charged (7d. per | 
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unit) was the maximum allowed under 
the order, there had been inability to 
supply without unreasonable delay, and 
many of the inhabitants of Dublin, be- 
cause they had been unable to obtain 
what they wanted from the corporation, 
had had themselves to go to the expense 
of setting up private installations. Had 
any English corporation acted in the same 
way as Dublin the House would have let 
in a private competitor. An offer was 
made to the corporation by an electric 
supply company in Dublin to supply 
electricity at a comparatively cheap price, 
but that offer was refused. The corpora- 
tion sought to explain their inaction by 
stating that they had not borrowing 
powers to enable them to raise the 
capital necessary for the work they 
had undertaken, but it should not 
be forgotten that they could, at any 


time within the last eight years, 
have obtained such powers had 
they applied to Parliament. Then, 


with regard to the quality of the light 
itself it had been stated to be “ the 
worst in the kingdom, if not in the 
world”! With regard to the charges, 
while many local authorities were enabled 
to supply the light at even less than 4d. 
per unit, the Dublin Corporation were 
charging above 6d., and they were 
charging more than was charged in Cork, 
a much smaller city. The company by 
which this Bill was promoted expected to 
be able to supply the light at an average 
cost of 4}d., and it was a matter of sur- 
prise, therefore, that the Dublin witnesses 
before the Committee heartily welcomed 
the idea of competition. That the corpora- 
tion scheme had proved a failure was 
evidenced by the fact that they had only 
250 consumers. He hoped the House 
would confirm the decision at which the 
Committee had arrived after long and 
careful inquiry. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): I am sorry, after the long 
debate which has already taken place, 
that it should be necessary for me to 
speak on this question, but I will be as 
brief as I can. Iam in the position of 
having sat on the Committee which 
passed this Bill, and of having differed so 
strongly from the decision arrived at that 
I felt it necessary to divide the Com- 
mittee. I am therefore bound to put 
before the House the grounds upon 
which I acted. With regard to the facts 
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of the case I do not think there was any 
serious difference of opinion between the 
members of the Committee, or, indeed, 
between any of the parties concerned. 
The question at issue was one of policy 
and of the right interpretation of the 
facts. The House is being asked, by 
passing this Bill, to create an entirely 
new precedent. It has been so far the 
consistent policy of Parliament and of 
the Board of Trade to refuse to permit 
any private company to come in and 
compete in the matter of electric lighting 
in any town where the corporation has 
undertaken the work, and is unwill- 
ing to permit any private company 
to come in. But in this case you are 
going to make a change. The city of 
Dublin is the corpus vile upon which you 
are going to try your experiment, though 
the corporation is strongly, decidedly, 
and unhesitatingly against your doing 
so. You are asked to do this because, 
during the last ten years, the Corporation 
of Dublin has not carried out the lighting 
scheme over a small area in the centre 
of the city to the satisfaction of some 
of the ratepayers. I agree with the other 
members of the Committee, and it was, 
in fact, admitted by the council for the 
corporation, that up till the present the 
electric light supply has been insufficient, 
and that in many cases there has been 
good cause for complaint. But are there 
not some palliating circumstances, and 
are there not good reasons why the cor- 
poration were unable to carry out the 
work satisfactorily? I think there are. 
In the first place, the corporation under- 
took the work at a time when electric 
lighting was comparatively new, and, in the 
second place, they only had a small area 
over which to carry out their operations. 
It is impossible under such circumstances 
to get a cheap supply. 


*Mr. BROWN: ‘he compulsory area 
was small, but the corporation, if they 
liked, could supply the light to the whole 
of the city of Dublin. 


*Mr. TREVELYAN: No; they could 
not do that, because they had not borrow- 
ing powers, and it was not until last year 
that they did obtain power to borrow 
sufficient money to enable them to carry 
on their operations over an extended 
area. What the House has to decide is 
whether the history of the past proves 
the incapacity of Dublin to manage the 


Mr. Trevelyan. 
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very much larger scheme which the cor- 
poration is now prepared to undertake. 
I myself came to the conclusion that there 
was nothing to warrant the assumption of 
general incapacity. It is quite certain that 
the corporation, during the last year or 
two, have become alive to the defects of 
the smaller lighting scheme which they are 
carrying out, and they have been doing 
everything in their power to remedy the 
defects and to establish a larger scheme. 
As a matter of fact, a year or two before 
this private company was thought of the 
corporation was doing everything it 
could to provide a more extensive scheme, 
It had obtained the assistance of an engi- 
neer whose ability is recognised on both 
sides of the Channel, and the moment 
they got the opportunity they went to 
the Local Government Board and said, 
“we have now got sufficient borrowing 
powers, will you give us the powers 
necessary for carrying out an extended 
scheme?” Their request was granted, 
and at the present moment the corpora- 
tion has power to spend a quarter of a 
million upon an extensive scheme ; it has 
power to put up stations all over Dublin, 
it has excellent engineers to carry out the 
work, and I maintain that it ought to 
have an opportunity of accomplishing its 
object before you admit of any competi- 
tion. Give Dublin the benefit of the 
doubt. It has not done very well in the 
past, but it promises to turn over a new 
leaf, and to do better in the future. Sup- 
pose Glasgow came to this House and 
said, ‘‘We have a small tramway, or 
electric lighting scheme, or water scheme. 
We have not done very well in the past for 


| the ratepayers, but we ask you for larger 


powers.” What would be the reply of 
this House? Would you allow a new 
competitor to come in in that case, 
especially if Glasgow told you that your 
doing so would make it impossible for 
them to succeed? I do not think you 
would, and yet you are asked by this Bill 
to do that very thing in the case of 
Dublin. I think you ought not to do it, 
and I trust that Members who are anxious 
to treat Ireland well, and who have no 
fixed idea that Irishmen are unable to 
govern themselves properly, will join 
with me in trusting Irishmen a little, and 
wi!l not extend to them the exceptional 
treatment proposed by this Bill—treat- 
ment which I am sure would not in any 
case be applied to Yorkshire or Lanca- 
shire, or to any place in Scotland. 
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*Mr. RUTHERFORD (Lancashire, Dar- | been pointed out by my hon. friend the 
wen) said the real question before the; Member for the Elland division, to 
House was, are corporations to -have com- | establish a precedent. Anybody who has 
petition under any circumstances or condi- | studied the question of electric lighting 
tions whatever, whether they carried on | must know that it is now the rule for 
these undertakings well or badly? He local authorities in England, Scotland, 
had the honour and privilege of being and Wales to light their own towns. I 
the Mayor of a large county borough. am afraid that Members hardly appreciate 
He was a member of the Committee the fact that upwards of 100 local authori- 
which sat upon this Bill, and, after hear- ties are at this moment doing electric 
ing the evidence given before it, he came lighting business. That is the case in 
to the conclusion that had his own Liverpool, Glasgow, Manchester, Edin- 
borough, of which he was chief magis- | burgh, and Leeds, as well as in several 
trate, carried cut an electric lighting , London constituencies, and I think it will 
scheme in the same way as had been} be admitted that these local authorities 
done by the Corporation of Dublin, he have done the work much more cheaply 
would have been among the first to| than private companies could have done 
advocate the introduction of competition. | it. I challenge contradiction when I 
It was proved beyond all question that | assert that the local authorities have suc- 
the Corporation of Dublin had done its | ceeded in reducing the price of the elec- 
work extremely ill. £90,000 had already | tric light to a point lower than has ever 
been spent in electric lighting works, and | been reached by any private company. I 
yet, out of a population of 300,000, the | believe there are some local authorities 
corporation had only got 250 customers | who at the present moment are charging 
for its electricity. Again, they were | an average price of 34d. per unit, and 1 
charging the maximum of sevenpence | am sure that no single private company 
per unit, while in a smaller city like | could produce the light at the same price. 
Cork a much lower rate was being I want to ask the House is there any pre- 
charged, and after one year’s working in | cedent for acting as this Bill proposes? 
Cork the system had produced a profit, | The Chairman of the Committee on the 
whereas in the city of Dublin there wasa_ Bill told us that if any English Corpora- 
loss of £2,800 a year. The corporation | tion had acted in the same way as the 
had managed its affairs badly, and one Dublin Corporation the House would at 
witness stated that, although he had two once have given a private company the 
warehouses separated merely by a street, right to compete with the local authority. 
the corporation refused to allow him to But we have had no experience of the 
use the light for the two warehouses by kind. No such case has ever yet 
carrying the wire across the street. He occurred, and, for the first time, we are 
did not think they would find any private asked to establish the principle of per- 
company acting in such a ridiculous/| mitting private competition with 
manner. Another witness complained'a public body which already has 
that, although he wanted the light, he was the power, as well as the duty, 
told he would have to wait years for it,| of supplying the electric light. 
and another said that, while he had it, it I think this House is being asked to take 
often went out, and they had to resort to an extremely grave and serious step, and 
the use of candles. Another firm had to establish an extremely grave and 
spent £3,000 upon a private installation, | serious precedent. What is to prevent a 
but, despite that, would gladly get their private company saying, “ We have to 
supply from a private company should complain of the manner in which the 
one be established in Dublin. The pre-| Manchester Corporation does its work ” ? 
sent system was bad for the corporation I am perfectly sure that the Manchester 
and disastrous for the ratepayers, and he | Corporation does its work most admirably, 
therefore hoped the House would endorse but some complaints from some _indi- 
the decision come to by the Committee viduals could be brought forward. What 
after a very exhaustive inquiry. would the House think if a number of 
Manchester capitalists came and told us, 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, ‘We are a number of Manchester capi- 
Scotland) : I submit that in this Bill we talists dissatisfied with the manner in 
are debating a question of very great im- | which the corporation does its work, and 
portance. We are asked by it, as has we wish to be allowed to enter into com- 
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petition with the corporation ”? I venture 
to say that the House would scout such 
a proposal, and no one would venture to 
make such a proposal with respect to an 
English, Scotch, or Welsh city as is now 
being made regarding Dublin, in the face 
of every authority entitled to speak on 
behalf of that city. The hon. Member 
said that the Irish member of the Com- 
mittee, the hon. Member for Derry, 
supported the majority in the Com- 
mittee. That, I understand, is so. 
He is entitled to speak as a man 
of great authority who has had a good 
deal of business experience, but the hon. 
Gentleman is not entitled to speak for 
Dublin in opposition to the three Members 
for Dublin with respect to this Bill. He 
is not entitled to speak for Dublin against 
my hon. friend who moved the rejection 
of the Bill, nor for the Corporation of 
Dublin, which after all is the represen- 
tative authority of the citizens. I know 
that some hon. Members will vote for the 
Bill for a reason which I think is both 
irrelevant, and, if I may say so without 
offence, unworthy, and that is, obstinate 
dislike and disapproval of the Corporation 
of Dublin. I have heard one or two Irish 
Members on the other side declare that 
they would vote against any Bill if they 
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were only convinced the Corporation of 
Dublin was in favour of it, and that they | 
would vote for any Bill to which the cor- | 
poration was opposed. What would be | 
said if I came here and asked that the 
Corporation of Liverpool should not get 
an electric lighting Bill because there 
is a permanent Conservative majority 
there, or that the Corporation of Edinburgh 
should not get a similar measure because 
there is a permanent Liberal majority 
there? This House would say that these 
matters should be judged locally on their 


merits, and on these alone. I submit 
another proposition, and it is this: 
wherever a corporation or a_ local 


authority has had to acquire the property 
of a private electric lighting company, it 
has had to do so at enormously increased 
expense, to the profit ef the shareholders 
and the promoters, and if you allow this 
company to be established, and if in time 
the Corporation of Dublin should be 
forced, as it may well be forced, to buy 
up the rights which Parliament is going 
to bestow upon the company, in spite of 
the ratepayers and in prejudice of the 
ratepayers of Dublin, I prophesy that the 
corporation will be bound to do it at a 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor, 
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very enhanced price. In Sheffield the 
corporation paid the electric lighting com- 
pany £272,398 for a concern on which the 
company spent £124,472. In Leeds, the 
corporatien paid £370,580 for what cost 
the company £217,420. In Birmingham 
the corporation paid £420,000 for what 
cost the company £219,000. In Liverpool, 
where the electric lighting is admirably 
conducted, the corporation paid £436,000 
for what cost the company £264,000, 
What this House is now asked to do is to 
put this company in a position to fine the 
people of Dublin for the purpose of 
getting back the right to do work which 
they wish to do now. My hon. friend the 
Member for South Islington represents in 
a special manner the local authorities of 
this country, because he is chairman of 
the Association of Municipal Corpora- 
tions. The hon. Gentleman was in 
Dublin the other day whea the annual 
gathering of that Aswoviation took 
place. The Association consists of men of 
all political parties, representing different 
towns, and one of the first things they 
did was to pass a resolution that electric 
lighting was one of the things which the 
local authorities were entitled to hold 
and have. Two hon. Gentlemen who 
have spoken have been large and generous 
in their abuse of the Corporation of 
Dublin with regard to this question of 
electric lighting. I understand what 
their vote means. Their vote means 
that they mean to censure the Corporation 
of Dublin, and take this work out of their 
hands, because they think the corporation 
have not done the work well. I do not 
know a single member of the corporation, 
except some of my hon. friends on these 
benches, who are also members of that 
body ; but I think the case that is made 
against them has been unduly severe. 
What are the facts? The corporation 
spent £90,000 on the electric light supply 
of Dublin which you will render futile by 
passing this Bill. When they had spent 
that sum they found that they had not 
completed the work, but they were at 
the end of their borrowing powers. As 
everybody acquainted with Dublin knows, 
they have one of the best water supplies 
in the world. It was a very expensive 
water supply, and having spent money on 
that scheme they could not raise sufficient 
money to complete the work of electric 
lighting. They came to this House long 
before this company was thought of, and 
asked the House to give them additional 
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borrowing powers. The House gave | 
them additional borrowing powers, and 
the corporation then brought forward a_ 
large and, I believe, a thoroughly good 
scheme for completing the work of elec- 
tric lighting, making good the evils | 
and the blots that were pointed out | 
under the insufficient scheme. The | 
scheme was brought before the Local | 
Government Board, an inquiry ordered | 
by the Board was held in Dublin, and the 
Board sanctioned the scheme, and at this | 
moment the corporation is ready to carry | 
out this larger scheme if only this House | 
will give it the right and the power. [| 


{26 JunE 1900} 
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that unhealthy competition. As to 
the rates, I say if you leave this 


in the hands of the corporation, as 
I think you are bound to do in justice 
to Dublin, it will be for the relief of the 
rates. Why, compare Dublin with other 
cities. In Liverpooi the other day I saw 
one of the best systems of tramways in 
the world, In Glasgow recently I saw an 
excellent system of tramway locomotion. 
Both these undertakings are in the hands 
of the corporations. In Dublin the tram- 
way system is in the hands of a private 
company, and some of the men connected 
with that company are the men who are 


think it is a very strong thing indeed to behind this electric lighting scheme. The 
ask this House on behalf of private | tramway company in Dublin has what, I 
capitalists to stand in the way of the | think, will surprise the House. In any other 
corporation, which has the approval of | city thetramway leaseis usually fortwenty- 
the citizens, who, I think, are largely | one years; in Dublin it is for forty years. 
against this private company. The hon. | I will not inquire into the means by which 
Gentleman opposite made one point with | the tramways company obtained this 





which I wish to deal. He said, if you do 
not allow this competition, and if you | 
allow the corporation to do this work, it. 
will be hard on the ratepayers of Dublin. 

I know that a good many Members have 

been carried away with the cry that, after | 
all, if you allow this private company to | 
go to work, it will only cause healthy com- 
petition, which can do no harm to anyone. 
I will deal with that. In the first place, | 
this form of competition has never been 
permitted before, and I daresay will never | 
be asked by any representative of an | 
English or Scotch constituency. I 


believe any such proposal with re- | 
gard to Manchester, Leeds, Liverpool, | 
or Glasgow would be scouted. It is only | 


when you come to Ireland that capitalists 
dare propose such a system of competition. | 
Competition may be healthy or un- 
healthy. It is usually healthy to the | 
consumer. It is unhealthy competition 
when it is a matter of supplying electric 
light. Look at the condition you bring 
the city into by such competition. You 
have a company making mains and tearing 
up the roads on one side, and you have | 
the corporation making mains and tearing | 
up the roads on the other side, at great | 
expense and to the great inconvenience 
of the citizens. The second point is, 





extraordinary concession. I daresay it 
can be justified, but what is the result? 
The £10 shares of this company now 
stand at £19 5s., and very properly, be- 
cause it has a concession unequalled and 
unparalleled in the history of municipal 
enterprise. The company makes a net 


| profit of £40,000 or £50,000 a year, and 


the profit, which in several othercities, such 
as Glasgow or Liverpool, is used to relieve 
the rates and improve the condition of 
the masses of the people, goes into the 
hands of the private individuals who are 
the shareholders of the company. If you 
give the powers now asked for in this 
Bill in opposition to the Members for the 
city of Dublin, in opposition to the cor- 
poration of the city, and in opposition to 
the public feeling of Dublin, and in 


| opposition to the majority of the Irish 


Members now present, you are going to: 


/repeat in the case of the electric light- 


ing system what you did in regard to the 
tramway system, and you will give 


| £50,000 a year to private individuals 


which ought to go to the people of 
Dublin in relief of the rates, and for the 
improvement of the city. If there is. 


any city in the world which has a right 
to be saved from this system it is the 
city of Dublin. 
that this competition will be competition | for South Tyrone in his place. 


I see the hon. Member 
If he 


of a private company with the citizens of | were asked to describe the state of the 


Dublin. 


It will not be competition of | city of Dublin, he would give a picture 


one private company with another, which | of overcrowding, disease and poverty un- 


is perfectly fair competition. It will be | 
competition of a private company 
with a public corporation, and I call | 





paralleled in any city in the Empire, and 
is that city to be deprived of 
blessing and relief of municipal light'ng 


the 
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given to other cities? If so, it isa cruel| W. M. Murphy, a well-known Home 
wrong, and an injustice to the Corpora-| Ruler. He is the bée noire of the hon. 
tion of Dublin and to the masses of the | Gentleman the Member for the Scotland 
people in that city. | Division. What the hon. Member did 

| not tell the House was that this tramway 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): We | company, for the concession which he said 
have listened to a very impassioned | no other company in the universe had got, 
speech from the hon. Member, and it is | has to pay to the corporation a rent of 
evident that there is some politics behind | £12,000 a year and £300 for every addi- 
this Bill. The Bill nominally deals with | tional mile of tramway which it makes, 
electric lighting, but I can assure the | It is the corporation that ought to be 
House that there is a great deal of gas at | attacked if the bargain were a bad one, but 
the bottom of it. It is a remarkable fact I think the corporation made an ex- 
that the people who are most anxious for | tremely good bargain. The gas company 








the continuation of this monopoly in the 
hands of the Corporation of Dublin are 
the gas company of Dublin. The House 
will hardly credit it when I tell them 
that the leading promoter of this competi- 
tion with the gas company is the chair- 
man and managing director of that com- 
pany itself, Alderman Cotton, who is a 
member of the Dublin Corporation. Why, 
I ask, is the gas company so extremely 
anxious —because it is the gas company 
we are fighting to-day, and not the cor- 
poration, and the gas company is paying 
for the opposition to this Bill—why 
is the gas company so extremely 
anxious that this matter should remain 
in the hands of the Dublin Corporation 4 
Because it knows that the corporation, 
having muddled away with the assistance 
of the gas company £100,000 of the 
ratepayers’ money, will muddle away 
another £100,000 more if this Bill is 
rejected. Why, I want to know, should 
I as a ratepayer of Dublin have to pay 
7d. per unit for my electricity in Dublin 
when if I lived in Cork I could get it for 
3d.? The hon. Member who has just 
sat down made a long attack upon the 
tramway company. My remarks may 
be received with this amount of discount 
—that when the corporation was en- 
deavouring to obtain a loan I appeared 
professionally for the tramway company 
against the corporation, but otherwise I 
had nothing to do with this Bill. When 
the Bill came up for Second Reading I 
declined to vote for it, but all reference 
to the tramway company has now been 
struck out, and therefore the question now 
is between competition in Dublin and a 
monopoly. I am bound to state exactly 
why the hon. Member for the Scotland 
Division of Liverpool has made his attack 
upon the tramway company. It is this. 
The chairman of the tramway company 
is a former Member of this House, Mr. 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


runs a newspaper in Dublin called the 
Freeman’s Journal. The chairman of the 
gas company was its chief director, but he 
is unfortunately no more. When there 
was a campaign on the Home Rule ques- 
tion in Dublin as to the journalism of 
that city, it was the chairman of the gas 
company who furnished . certain hon. 
Members of this House with bogus shares 
to the value of £1,000 in order to oust 
men like myself from the board of the 
Freeman’s Journal. The tramway com- 
pany also has an organ called the Daily 
Natwon, and in that paper the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the Scotland Division 
is sometimes unduly criticised, and no 
doubt politics are at the bottom of this 
opposition—politics and gas—and not 
the question of electric lighting. I desire 
to say why I think the opposition on the 
part of the corporation is unwise. The 
Corporation of Dublin, on the Second 
Reading of this Bill, were beaten by a 
vote of this House, and it was decided to 
leave the matter to a Select Committee. 
Although we were all glad to hear the 
speech of the hon. Gentleman above the 








gangway, curiously enough, although he 
was a member of the Select Committee, 
he voted against the Second Reading of 
the Bill which he was afterwards ap- 
pointed to sit upon the Committee to 
consider. That, I think, considerably 
discounts the position he has taken up 
in the House, for he sat as a member of a 
Committee to consider a thing which he 





had voted should not come before the 
Committee at all. But that did not save 
him with the Freeman’s Journal, because 
the most eloquent denunciations against 
him for his illiberality as a member of 
that Committee appeared in that journal. 
Why am I anxious that this stage should 
not be opposed? The principle of this 
Bill has been already dealt with on the 





Second Reading. Its details were con- 
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sidered by the Committee, who decided 
that the corporation had for ten years 
been tried, and had been found want- 
ing. If the corporation attack the 
decision of this Committee to-day, what 
will happen to its Boundaries Bill ? That 
Boundaries Bill is of far greater import- 
ance to the Corporation of Dublin than 
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tent for the mess into which they had got 
themselves electrically. The position 
in which they found themselves was this : 
They started handicapped with a dead 
| weight anda losso £100,000, and they 
could never hope to supply the citizens of 
Dublin as cheaply as a company which 
started without any such dead weight 











this electric lighting business. That Bill | would be able to do. It is perfectly true 
is before a joint Committee of the Lords | that the corporation did act harshly in 
and Commons. Am I to be told, when|some cases, but . that may have 
the House of Lords last year rejected the | been the work of over zealous officials. 
corporation's Boundaries Bill on the | What has resulted is that the corporatiou 
recommendation of its own Committee, | have had for ten years the cream of the 
that if the corporation does not respect | city, all the richest business parts, and 
the decision of a Committee of the} yet they have not been able to make a 





Commons in relation to this Bill its} profit. If that is the case with regard to 
opponents in the House of Lords} the cream of the city, are they likely to 
will be bound to respect a de-| make a profit out of the slums? Further- 


cision of a Joint Committee of the/| more, as the corporation have not taken 
Lords and Commons in respect to the | advantage of their opportunities as they 
Boundaries Bill? As the Corporation of | might have done, nearly all the rich 
Dublin have had their run on the Second | houses in the city have already put in 
Reading, and have still a further inquiry | privave installations. The corporation 
in the House of Lords into this question, | cannot supply the General Post Office ; 
it is greatly to be regretted that they did | they cannot supply even Dublin Castle, 
not content themselves with the deci-| which is next door to the City Hall. They 
sion of the Committee, and try to | cannot supply any single large business 
amend, if they could, or to secure the | establishment in Dublin, with the result 
rejection of this Bill elsewhere. I am) that all the large business houses have 
strongly in favour of the Corporation of | put in their own private installations, and 
Dublin having all the rights and legiti-| are now lost to the corporation I am 
mate powers possible in regard to this | afraid for ever. Under these circum- 
matter. Unlike the hon. Member for the stances the question is, ought a mono- 
Scotland Division, I live in Dublin ; I do poly to be continued in Dublin when whole- 
my work in Dublin; I pay rates and some competition will reduce the price ? 
taxes in Dublin ; and it is to my interest | The Corporation of Dublin have muddled 
that the corporation should be conducted | away the electrical talents which they 
and have its proceedings managed in a| had; they have buried the treasure in 
manner creditable to the citizens. Still, | the ground. It may not have been their 
[do not want to pay 7d. for electricity | fault, possibly they undertook the work 
when I can get it for 24d. Iam not pre-| too soon. Perhaps private companies 
pared to pay 44d. per unit for munici- | managed their affairs better—I do not 
palisation. The corporation has already | know how it was. Figures have been 
muddled away £100,000. I do not blame | quoted by the hon. Member for the Scot- 
them very much for that, because elec- | land Division and by the hon. Member for 
tricity was in a new state, and it was only | St. Patrick’s Division, but by whom 
two years ago that Professor Kennedy | were those figures. prepared? Whose 
contended that two electrical lines | were those figures? They are the figures 





could not cross without some system 
of induction which would be fatal 
to the whole of the two systems. 
An American engineer immediately 
brought forward a little standard ad- 
vertisement showing that this “thing 
which Professor Kennedy thought was an 
absolute impossibility was as common as 
dirt in every city from San Francisco to 


| go on with their scheme. 





New York. I therefore do not blame 


of the expert of the corporation who is to 
get a fee of £15,000 if the corporation 
I think I am 
justified in urging that figures emanating 
from such a source are tainted figures. 
Generally speaking, wherever corpora- 
tions have made a success of their electric 
lighting, it will be found they were towns 
situated in the heart of the colliery dis_ 
tricts of England or Scotland. In such 


the Corporation of Dublin to any great ex- | places the price of coal is about fou 
2R 
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shillings per ton, whereas in Dublin 
at the present moment the price is 
twenty-four shillings per ton, and yet 
the case of Dublin is compared with 
that of Leeds or of Edinburgh. The 
position I take up is a simple one. A 
member of the Committee has stated that 
if it was proved that the corporation had 

suddenly and with a motive brought for- 
ward their scheme in opposition to that 
of the company, he would not be prepared 
to vote against this Bill. That is what 
has actually occurred. For over ten 

years complaints have been made against 
the corporation ; it has been stated that 

their inactivity was due to the fact that 

they could not get borrowing powers. On 

the contrary, the corporation have plenty 

of power, but it never occurred to them 

to take any step to improve their position | 
until this Bill was brought forward by | 
the company. As a matter of fact, this | 
extraordinary fact arose. Two or three | 
years ago the corporation asked for the 
report of an expert, and Professor 
Kennedy condemned the very scheme 
which the corporation are now fol- 
lowing, and they are actually going 
on with the scheme directly against the 
advice of Professor Kennedy. That is | 
the scheme which it was now said is to 
be brought forward in competition with 
‘ that of the Bill. If the corporation are 
going to spend the rates, by all means let 
them do so ; they have the power and the 
authority. And if this company are 
prepared to spend money let them do so. 
My experience of electric lighting com- 
panies is that electric lighting is a very 
lean business ; there is not so much money 
in it as people imagine. For one com- 
pany that has succeeded, in the heart of a 
colliery district, there are ten which have 
failed elsewhere, and where one has made 
a profit ten have not succeeded in doing 
so. I think that when this matter has 
been dealt with by a Committee which 
has heard all the evidence, the House may 
very well allow the Bill to go on. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): As a rate- 
payer of the city of Dublin I would 
appeal to the House not to pass this Bill. 


{COMMONS} 





Lighting Pill. 1092 


asked to inflict upon the city of Dublina 
stigma and mark of incompetency that it 
does not inflict on any other city or town 
in the United Kingdom. The exact 
ground, in fact, on which he claimed that 
the Bill ought to be passed is that 
the evidence laid before the Committee 
had convinced him that the Corporation 
of the city of Dublin was unfit to be en- 
trusted with the carrying out of the 
electric lighting of the city. NowI ap- 
peal to the House to hesitate and to be very 
slow before they do apply such a severe 
censure as that on the city of Dublin. 
The hon. Member for North Louth 
based some argument on the impoliey 
of upsetting the decision of a Committee 
of this House. He said if we set aside the 
decision of the Committee on this Bill how 
could the corporation complain if the de- 
cision of the Committee on the Boundaries 
Bill were upset by the House of Lords? I 
ask, could a more powerful argument be 
offeredagainst the passing of the Boundaries 
Bill than that this House had declared by 
its vote that the Corporation of Dublin 
is so incompetent a body that they are 
unfit to do what every small town in this 
kingdom can do? That is exactly the 
argument on which the opponents of the 
Boundaries Bill have based their case ; 
they have run down the character of the 
Corporation of the city of Dublin, and it 
would be impossible to supply the Com- 
mittee of the House of Lords on the 
Boundaries Bill with a stronger plea for 
refusing to extend the boundaries of the 
city of Dublin than that the House of 
Commons had decided that that corpora- 
tion was unfit to take care of the electric 
lighting of the city. Let me direct the 
attention of the House to two very re- 
markable clauses in this Bill—Clause 24 
and Clause 25. They are very remark- 
able clauses. Under Clause 24 it is pro- 
posed to be enacted that— 





“Nothing contained in this Act or to be 
done under the provisions of this Act, or under 
any agreement to be made under its provisions 
or otherwise howsoever, shall enable the com- 
pany or any other company or person to 
generate, transmit, supply, sell, distribute, or 
use electrical energy or power in any manner 
and any purpose whatsoever within the urban 


I have listened, in common with many | districts of Kathmines, and Rathgar and Pem- 


other Members, to the case made out in 
favour of the Bill by the chairman of the 
Committee, and what was the chief 
ground on which he based that case ? 
He did not attempt to deny thattin pass- 


broke.” 
And by Clause 25 it is provided that 
nothing in the Bill shall— 


“ enable the company, or any other company or 
persons to generate, transact, supply, sell, dis- 





ing this Bill, if it is passed, the House is 
Mr. T. M. Healy. 


tribute or use electrical energy or power in any 
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urban district of Clontarf, without the consent 
in writing, under the Common Seal of the 
Clontarf Urban District Council fifst had and 
obtained.” 

That is to say, you protect these small 
urban townships in the immediate 
vicinity of Dublin, and provide that the 


small urban district of Clontarf should | 


not be supplied with electricity by this 
company without the consent in writing 
under the Common Seal of the Urban 
District Council of Clontarf ; but the city 
of Dublin is to be placed under the heel 
of this company, and that company is to 
have power to tear up the streets ot 
Dublin at its own street will, without the 
consent of the corporation. We have 
come down here to oppose another eiectric 
lighting scheme for the very city in 
which we are sitting; and one of 
the strong arguments in favour of 
that electric lighting scheme is _ that 
the vestry of Marylebone have vainly 
endeavoured to buy out the company, 
because the company ask an extravagant 
price. It is pointed out that under that 
scheme the streets may be torn up in- 
stantiy on the company’s own initiative. 
In this way Oxford Street was opened 
up 178 times and Marylebone Road 108 
times in one year. That is a state of 
things to which we in Dublin shall be 
exposed by this Bill if it is passed. The 
company will open up every street in 
Dublin whenever they think necessary. 
The hon. Member for North Louth says 
that he is in favour of municipal trading 
or municipal enterprise, but that he 
refuses to pay 7d. to the municipality for 
electricity which he can get from a private 
company for 3d. or 4d. But by this Bill 
the company are to be allowed to charge 
inthe centre of Dublin 6d. per unit for 
three years, and after that 5d. per unit 
as long as ever they like. We know that 
in this country many municipalities are 
furnishing electricity to-day at 5d. per 
unit ; yet here we have a company which 
offers, as a magnificent boon, to furnish 
us with electricity at 6d. per unit for 
three years, and after that for an inde- 
finite period at 5d. 


*Mr. BROWN: That is the maximum 
price. 


Mr. DILLON: Of course it is the 


maximum price. Unless the corpora- 


tion set up a rival scheme the maximum 
price will remain the price, because the 
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company will not reduce the price below 
the maximum unless there is competition. 
The hon. Gentleman says that the Dublin 
Corporation would be utterly unable to 
compete with the company. What they 
want is to crush out the competition of 
the corporation and reduce the rate to 
5d. per unit, while making an enormous 
profit for themselves. We know, if 
they succeed in passing this Bill, what will 
happen—what always happens. The 
company will spend £300,000 or £400,000, 
and after a few years the corporation 
and the ratepayers of Dublin will be 
obliged to pay the shareholders of the 
company a premium of £100,000 
or £150,000 to get rid of them. 
This Bill in the long run will turn out to 
be a present to a lot of private share- 
holders and capitalists of £100,000 or 
£150,000 out of the pockets of the people 
living in the city of Dublin, and I do 
therefore strongly object to this Bill. 
The hon. Member founded his case in 
favour of this Bill chiefly upon the dis- 
content of the ratepayers of Dublin in 
regard to the present state of things. 
But where is the evidence of this dis- 
content in Dublin? Are the Dublin 
Members of Parliament in favour of this 
Bill? We know that the Corporation of 
Dublin is actively opposed to this 
measure, and the four Members of Par- 
liament for the city of Dublin are also 
opposed to it. Can the hon. Member for 
North Louth point to a single public 
meeting, or any of the ordinary forms by 
which the feelings of the ratepayers are 
brought before this House, to show that 
there is any widespread discontent in 
Dublin with the present state of things ? 
Those supporting the measure are 
largely men who expect to make 
profits, and who are named in the Bill 
as promoters. I am not seeking to throw 
any discredit on men because they pro- 
mote a company, but I repudiate the idea 
that they represent the feelings of the 
ratepayers. ‘Thesé men do not claim to 
have any philanthropic motive, and if this 
House is so badly advised as to pass this 
Bill the profits of these gentlemen will be 
enormous. I maintain that there is no 
evidence before the House—and there «as 
none before the Committee—of any wide- 
spread dissatisfaction with the proceedings 
of the Corporation of Dublin. Everybody 
admits that the corporation has not 
administered some of its affairs satisfae- 
torily, but it must be remembered that 
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Dublin commenced the work of electric 
lighting at a time when there was not a 
single ‘electric lamp in London, and of 
course they had to suffer, made mistakes, 
and wasted some money. The city of 
Dublin was very early in the field, but 
the real reason why electric lighting was 
not a success in Dublin was because they 
had not got the capital at that time to do 
the work properly. Now they have got 
borrowing powers, and they have applied 
for a Provisional Order, and it is only 
justice to allow them to try and see if 
they cannot do this work satisfactorily. 
If the House does what the promoters 
of this Bill require, it will be inflict- 
ing a great injury on the capital city of 
Ireland. Whatever may have been the 
failings of the corporation—and I think 
they have been grossly exaggerated—the 
past history of the corporation does not 
justify such a proceeding. The city of 
Dublin now possesses a system of water- 
works which is as good as any in the 
United Kingdom. It has established a 
cheap water supply, and I think it might 
be trusted to try what it can do with 
electricity. We have heard a good deal 


{COMMONS} 


control. 
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of talk about the gas company. I amno 
fried of the gas company in Dublin, and 
none of us are who have to light our 
houses from their supply. But what I 
cannot understand in the action of my 
hon. colleague the Member for North 
Louth is that he is in favour of setting 
up a fresh private company. If it had 
been in my power to oppose the gas 
monopoly passi:g into the hands of a 
private company I should have opposed 
it, for it is a wrong principle that any of 
these monopolies should pass into private 
hands. But having learned from bitter 
experience in the past, we ought to make: 
that experience the motive for a firm 
resolution that in these common needs of 
the community in the future we will 
never allow a private company to get 
I earnestly appeal to hon. 
Members of this House not to inflict a 
great insult upon the city of Dublin by 
passing this measure. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 180 ; Noes, 
167. (Division List No. 162.) 


AYES. 








Anson, Sir W illiam Reynell 
Anstruther, 
= Jones, L. 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Ihalcarres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bary, Rt HnAHSmith-(Hunts 
Barry, Sir FrancisT. (Windsor 
tartley, George C. T. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaeli, Kt. Hn. W. W.B.(Hants 
Biddulph, Michael 
Bill, Charles 
Birrell, Augustine 
Biakiston-Houston, John 
Boseawev, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 
sowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 
Brown, Alexander H. 
3rymer, William Ernest 
Sutcher, John George 
Campbell, RtHnJ. A. (Glasgow 
Cavendish, R. F. iN. Lanes. ) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,.J Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Visconnt 
Coddington, Sir William 


Mr. Dillon. 


John 





Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw.H. Athole 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curran, Thomas 3 (Donegal) 
Dalkeith, Ear! of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinsou, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John Kk. D. Wingfield- 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, Kt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
F french, Peter 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8S. (Suffolk) 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Garlit, William 

Gedge, S ee, 

Gibbons, J. Llovd 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond 
Gibney, James 


Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 


Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 


Gunter, Colonel 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hamond,Sir Chas. (Newcastle) 
Hantury, Rt. Hon. kKobert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert M. 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea,Sir Thomas (Londonderry 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’nsea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn Walter(Liverpool 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, RtHnJ W (Cum’land) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macaleese, Daniel 

Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W) 
M‘Killop, James 

Manners, Lord Edward Wm.J. 
Maple, Sir John B'undell 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J.W. (Yorks) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. J. 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptf’rd 
Murray,RtHn. AGraham( Bute 
Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 

Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Aird, John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ashton, a Gair 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bramsdon, Thomas Arthur 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow) 

Campbell-Bannerman, Sir 

Causton, Richard Knight 

Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Colomb, Sir John C has. Ready 
Colville John 

Crombie, John William 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, — A. 

Doogan, P. C 

Dous zhty, ( reorge 

Douglas, Charles M. {Lanark) 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmot, Alfred | 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 

Evans, SirFrancisH. (South’ton | 
Fardell, Sir T. George | 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert | 

Fenwick, Charles | 


Field, William (Dublin) 
Fitzm: aurice, Lord Edmond 


| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. 
| Heaton, John Henniker 

| Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
| Helder, Augustus 


| Maedona, John Cumming 
| MacDonnell, Dr. M.A.(Qu’n’sC 
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Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Denald Ninian 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R.(Lancs. New -_ 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. Horace ¢ 
Rankin, Sir James 

Renshaw, C harles Bine 
Ridley, Rt. Hn. SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. ‘Thomson 
Russell Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham 
Rutherford, John 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith,JamesPar ker ae uks. 
Smith, Hon. W. F. (Strand) | 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. pon | 
Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth) | 
Stewart, Sir M.J. M‘Taggart | 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | 


NOES. 


Flavin, Michael Jo-eph 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Gurdon, Sir William B. 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | 
Seale- 





Hemphill, Kt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holden, Sir Angus 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, R. P. 

Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir J. H. | 
Kenyon, James 
Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut -General 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Lewis, John Horbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lueas-Shad well, William 


Maclver, David (Live.pool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 
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Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn. JG(Oxfd Univ.) 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent,Col.SirC. E. H. (Sheffid 
Walrond, Rt. Hon Sir W. H. 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
WilsonJ. W.(Worcestersh.. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R(Bath) 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Are 
¥ onng,C ommander (Berks, E. ) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Arthur O’Connor and 
Mr. T. M. Healy 


M‘Crae, George 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants.) 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 
Murnaghan, George 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, James 
O’ Malley, William 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Pease, HerbertP. (Darlington) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, M: ajor Frederic Carne 
Reckitt, Harold James 
edmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Rentoul, J. Alexander 
Roberts, John H. (Denbigh.) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Runcim in, Walter 
Rassell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
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Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen,E. | 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan E. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill considered. 


Amendments made. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


OLDHAM CORPORATION BILL 


(BY ORDER). 
As amended, considered. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk): In moving the clause 
which stands in my name, I have no 
quarrel whatever with the promoters of 
this Bill. They asked for this very 
clause, and my quarrel is with those who 
have prevented their getting the clause 
they desired. The clause which stands 
on the Paper in my name is not my own 
drafting ; it is taken from the Leeds Cor- 
poration Bill of last year. I may there- 
fore call it the Leeds clause. I do not 
want to raise the whole question of the 
milk clause, or whether inspection is a 
good thing. That has nothing to do with 
the point I am raising. My point is a 
very small one. It is simply the question 
of what licence or warrant should be 
held to justify the invasion of the 
district of one local authority by the 
inspectors of another local authority. On 
that particular point, which is the whole 
issue between us, the difference between 


{COMMONS} 


) Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 

| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

| Wallace, Robert - 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 

| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Warner, Thomas CourtenayT 

| Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 

| Whiteley,H.(Ashton-under-L. 

Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 

Williams,JohnCarvell( Notts. ) 


the clause in the Bill and the Leeds clause | 


is simply that the former allows such an 
invasion on the authority of one justice, 
while the Leeds clause provides that the 
petty sessions should be required to 
authorise such a raid, and it must be 
proved that the outside authority, in 
whose jurisdiction the dairy is, has not 
done its duty. I do not lay any stress 
on the difference between one justice and 
two justices. The important point of 


difference is that the system in the Bill 
contemplates each corporation acting for 
itself by its own inspectors raiding outside 
districts, whereas the clause I propose 
suggests that the municipality should get 
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Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersfld 
Wyndham, George 

Yoxall, James Henry 


Corporation Bill. 


rn 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Carew and Sir Albert 
Rollit. 





what it wants by compelling the outside 
authority to do its duty, and should only 
itself act in default of the proper local 
authority. If we look at the object to 
be attained, we shall see at once which 
of these two roads is the better road 
by which to attain that object. Our 
object is to prevent consumption 
by human beings of milk from cows 
suffering from tuberculosis. If munici- 
palities act by their own inspectors they 
can stop the consumption of that milk 
only in their own boroughs, whereas if 
we can induce the outside authority, in 
whose distrizt the dairy with the sus- 
pected cow is, to act, they can stop the 
consumption of the milk in any part of 
the country. There is power under the 
Dairies, Cowsheds, and Milkshops’ Order, 
as amended last year, by which every 
authority can stop the mixing of such 
milk with other milk, and prevent the 
use or sale of that milk for human food, 
If the corporations, or any one of them. 
by having such power as I propose to 
give to Oldham, can, by threatening to 
take steps if it does not do its duty, in- 
duce the outside authority, in whose 
district are condemned cows, to do its 
duty, they will save not only their own 
constituents but the whole human race 
from the danger arising from the con. 
sumption of the milk of these tuber- 
culous cows. Surely that is a 
result which is very desirable, and 


'by the system which I suggest this 
could be done without friction between 


local authorities. If a local authority is 
in default it cannot complain if another 
authority sends its inspectors into its 
district. If an authority is in default it 
cannot be hard for another authority to 
say “You shall not affect our citizens.” 
But where a local authority is not in 
default, it cuts at the very foundation of 
the principles of local self-government 
that its district should be invaded by the 
inspectors of another authority. If the 
proper authority will act, that is, the 
authority in whose district the disease 18 
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we can get by one inspector what, under|the intervention of these two high 


the system proposed in the Bill, would 
require the joint action of the inspectors 
representing every local area in England. 


If we work as the Bill suggests we should, | 
500 inspectors may have to inspect the | 


same cow, and institute 500 prosecutions 
with regard to that animal. ‘''he farmers 


of England do not desire knowingly to | 
sell milk from cows suffering from tuber- | 
But even if | 
| deal, 

the | 
This | 


is not then a farmers’ question, but the | 


culosis of the udder. 
they did, or if they were ignorant, 
either the Leeds clause or 
model clause would stop them. 


farmers have a right to ask that, if we 
can reach our destination equally well by 
either of two roads, we should choose that 
road which trespasses ieast on them. By 
the clause I am proposing, we should 
embarass the farmer the least, we should 
stop the sale of his milk by one inspec- 
tion, and we should do it better, more 
quickly, and more wisely. I have only 
one other point to make. We are told, 
not by the corporations, not by the 
county councils, not by the urban or 
sanitary authorities, not by the outside 
authorities, and not by the farmers, 
but by a certain gentleman at the Local 
Government Board, that these “model 
clauses” as they are called, are sacred, 
and must be put into every Bill brought 
forward by a corporation asking for 
powers to deal with this important matter 
of the milk supply. These model clauses 
are supposed to derive their sacred 
character from the fact that they were 
agreed upon at a conference. I was 
there, and I know what that understand- 
ing arrived at was. 
loyally carried out in spirit and 
letter I should have nothing to say. 
The origin of that conference was that 
certain corporations last year brought in 
private Bills containing clauses calculated 
to secure that there should be no danger 
from the consumption of English milk. 
Under these there would have been no 
English milk to consume. The agricul- 
tural Members naturally threatened to 
oppose such an attack on their con- 
stituents by every means within the rules 
of civilised political warfare. The pro- 
moters of the private Bills appealed to 
the God of Health in the shape of the 
President of the Local Government 
Board. We 
patron saint of farmers — the 

dent of the Board of Agriculture. 


Presi- 





If it was being | 


invoked the aid of the | 


By . 





authorities a conference was arranged 
|at. which everybody was represented 
/except the outside authorities whose 
districts were to be invaded by the in- 
spectors of other authorities, and whose 
authority was to be flouted. At that 
'conference a compromise was arranged. 
In that as in every compromise the peace- 
ful people like the Member for South 
Somerset and myself gave way a great 
and the aggressive corporation 
agents yielded something. Clauses called 
model clauses were agreed on, and we 
who represent the rural districts 
agreed that we would not oppose the Bills 
if the powers of inspection and prosecution 
were cut down within the limits of 
the model clauses. In return we 
understood that the Local Government 
Board would assist us in opposing any 
Bills which asked for greater powers than 
were contained in those clauses, Every- 
body understood that the powers in those 
clauses were to be the maximum powers 
which the corporations might have either 
inside or outside their own places, not the 
minimum powers which they must have. 
The grievance which the representatives 
of thé farmers, or of urban, rural or dis- 
trict councils, or county councils, complain 
of is that the Local Government Board 
has thrown all its weight into the scale 
-against them before the Police and 
Sanitary Committee. The Local Govern- 
ment Board will not allow corporations, 
for the sake of peace with their less 
powerful but quite as sensitive and 
sensible brother authorities, to ask for 
powers of invasion less drastic than those 
of the model clauses. They must be 
forced to abandon their own peaceable 
proposals, drop their clauses, and take 
instead the model clauses as to invasion 
which are sure to produce friction. 
Oldham, for instance, asked for the 
Leeds clause, which I have shown 
is as good for preventing danger from 
milk, and far better in preventing friction 
with farmers. On account of certain 
objections of the Local Government 
Board, Oldham has been refused these 
moderate powers, and has been compelled 
to take the full powers of the model 
clauses. Against that I appeal to the 
House, and I move the reinsertion of the 
clause that was in the Bill. 

A clause (Limitation of powers outside 
borough)—(Mr. Grant Lawson)—brought 
up, and read the first time. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, | law in operation on mere suspicion. When 
“That the Clause be read a second | there is no real cause for the suspicion 
time,” put. | against a farmer or dairyman it is Gesirable 

| that as little notoriety should be given 

*Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.):| to that suspicion as possible. If you 
I rise for the purpose of explaining what | make the officer act on the order of one 
was the action of the Police and Sanitary | justice there will be very little harm to 
Committee, before which this Bill came. | the farmer in the event, after investiga 
So far as Iam aware the description the | tion, of its being found that there was no 
hon. and learned Gentleman has given of | case of tuberculosis in his dairy. In the 
the relations between the Police and Sani-| case of a single justice granting the 
tary Committee and the Local Govern-| order the inspection would take place 
ment Board is quite fanciful, and immediately ; but if you have to get an 
certainly it is not according to my recol-| order from justices in petty sessions 
lection of what occurred in respect to the it means delay of a fortnight or a month, 
history of these clauses. He rightly | and during that interval the farmer is 
stated that the issue between this clause under suspicion. It is impossible to 
which he proposes to introduce, called the keep that suspicion private, and con- 
Leeds clause, and the clauses as they now _ sequently if the Leeds clause were adopted 
stand in the Bill is a very simple one, but you would run the risk of doing an 
nevertheless I trust the House will bear injury to a farmer who, as a matter of fact, 
with me while I endeavour to show that | had no case of contamination in his dairy. 
the issue, though simple, is realiy very The Committee came to the conclusion 
important. Upon the merits of the milk that so far as the farmer was concerned 
clauses there is no dispute on either side: it would undoubtedly be better that the 
The Committee, who had all the evidence inspection should take place quickly on 
before them, came unanimously to the order of one justice, and not wait 
the conclusion that if the Leeds clause until the case had been inquired into in 
were adopted instead of the clauses court after a deiay of a fortnight or a 
which now stand in the Bill the sameend | month. The second class concerned are 
would not be served. Let me explain | the local authorities. The Committee 
shortly the difference between them. The | desire to respect, and I believe the Local 
object of the milk clauses is to prevent the Government Board also desire to respect, 
sale of contaminated milk for human con- the independence of local authorities. 
sumption within the borough. In order But the independence of the outside 
to effect that object the clauses provide | authorities would be interfered with, 
for the inspection of cowsheds whence the whether the Leeds clause be adopted or 
milk comes, whether inside or outside the | the existing clauses retained. The only 
borough. They also provide for inquiry, question between us is whether the inde- 
and for power to the corporation to com- pendence of the local authorities should 
pel any person supplying milk from an be interfered with on the order of one 
infected’ cow to show cause why an order Justice or of two Justices in petty sessions. 
should not be made against him in order The Committee were convinced, by the 
to prevent the continuance of that supply. | evidence they heard, of the overwhelming 
So long as the milk is supplied from importance of the milk clauses. If it 
within the borough it is quite clear that is desired that they should be carried 
the proper authority to enforce the law into effect it is of extreme importance 
would be the corporation. The diffi- that the procedure under which they 
culty is when the milk comes from are to be put into use shall be as 
outside. Three classes are then affected. quick and simple as possible. What is the 
First of all there are the consumers ; then procedure proposed by the Leeds clause 
there are the purveyors of the milk— | You have first of all to get the order of 
the farmers and dairymen; and then | two justices sitting in petty sessions, 
there are the local authorities. I wish | which means delay and notoriety. Before 
to show very shortly that so far as the | the justices can issue their order they 
purveyors are concerned they will be | have to be satisfied that the local authority 
better off under the clauses as they now | of the district has not dealt with the case, 
stand than under the Leeds clause. It | and I would ask hon. Members familiar 
is quite obvious that the general effect | with the procedure of the Court how that 
of the milk clauses would be to set the | evidence can be got. It is proposed that 
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the justices shall not have power to issue 
an order until they are satisfied ~‘ that the 
local authority of the said district has 
not already dealt with the case, or, having 
power to deal with the case, has been 
requested by the corporation to deal with 
it, and has neglected or declined to do 
so.” The Committee went into the details | 
of the Leeds clause, and they were satis- | 


fied if that clause was introduced into | ron 


the Bill it would be practically impossible 
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clause in the original form of the Bill, not 
because they liked it, but because opposi- 
tion was threatened. Now, after the 
other clauses have been inserted, they 
have the strongest desire that they should 
remain there. I unhesitatingly oppose on 





public grounds the Amendment of the 
hon. Member opposite. In the first place, 
I prefer the model clauses to the Leeds 
In the second place, I think the 
| Committee are perfectly right in trying to 


for the corporation ever to get an order | secure uniformity on this matter. Further, 


outside the borough, or, if they did get it, 
it would be after such an extreme “lapse 


of time that its practical effect would be | 
Under these circumstances | 
| session. 
| drew a picture of a splendid milker which 


very slight. 
the Committee decided that, the point in | 
dispute being merely a question of the 
ground upon which outside interference | 
should take place, the case was established 
for allowing the clauses as they now 
stand to be accepted, and the Com- 
mittee have in every case brought 
before them adopted the same clauses. 


The hon. and learned Gentleman said he | 


was only asking for the corporation what 
they originally desired. The hon. Gentle- | 
man has been misinformed on that point. 
The corporation desired the model clauses, | 
but were threatened with opposition, and | 


in order to meet the opposition they agreed | 
to introduce the Leeds clause, and on | 
The | 


corporation have acted loyally on their | 


that the opposition was withdrawn. 


undertaking, and have not taken any 
steps to suggest the acceptance by the 
House or the Committee of the model 
clauses, but as a matter of fact they 
desired the model clauses and not the 
Leeds clause to appear in their Bill. This 


is the third time this question has been | 


On 


raised in this House this session. 


| Government Board, is 


_on behalf of the constituency I represent I 


| ask that they should not be put in a 


worse position than other towns which 
have had Bills before Parliament this 
The hon. and learned Member 


had been visited by 500 inspectors. 
Mr. GRANT LAWSON: Not all at 


the same time. 


*Mr. EMMOTT: Well, I leave that point. 
I wish to point out in conclusion that 
‘the attack of the hon. and learned 
Member, which is nominally on the Local 
practically an 
attack on a Committee of this House 
which I think has done splendid work. 
I earnestly hope that the House will sup- 
port the decision of the Committee. 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I 


| understood the hon. Member to say that 
| the proposal of the Oldham Corporation 


was to put in the Leeds clause. I had my 
attention drawn to the original Bill at the 
beginning of the session, and I can state 
that they did not put in the Leeds clause, 
but put in something of theirown. That 


| is what we objected to, and my hon. friend 


one occasion there was a division and on | 
were drawn up to prevent this wholesale 


the other occasions no division, but in 
each case the opposition has arisen from 
precisely the same quarter, and although 
I do not blame the hon. Gentlemen for 
taking every step in their power, I trust 
the House will not be misled into think- 
ing that there is any really substantial 
opposition to the model clauses. 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham): The hon. 
Member has spoken as if the Corporation 
of Oldham were opposed to the insertion 
of the model clauses by the Committee 
which considered the Bill. I wish to 


very truly said that the model clauses 


inspection without the authority of the 
justices having jurisdiction in the locality, 
giving power to the medical officer and 
the inspector to go and see the premises. 
I hope that my hon. friend, after hearing 
this, will withdraw the motion. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I am not at 


| all inclined to accept this version of what. 


| happened in the Oldham Bill. 


state, on account of representations made | 


to me within the last day or two, that 


that is quite incorrect. They put the Leeds | 
| 





In the 
Report of the Standing Committee it is 
expressly stated that the promoters de- 
sired to have these clauses. 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somerset, S.) said 
this was a question of centralisation or 
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decentralisation. He quite admitted 
that there might be a case for interference 
where the local authorities had a dispute 
in this matter, but where the local 
authorities were found to be absolutely 
agreed he could not see why the Local 
Government Board should come and 
interfere. He could not understand why 
the procedure of the Public Health (Scot- 
land) Act, 1897, had not been adopted 
in regard to the inspection of dairies and 
the sale of milk. The right of appeal, 
such as the hon. Member for Thirsk 
wished, was provided for in Clause 60 of 
that Act. He could not see why the 
Local Government Board denied in Eng- 
land the right of appeal which had already 
been granted in Scotland. 


THe SECRETARY to THe LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W.) 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.) said this was not | 


a question of centralisation or decentrali- 
sation. It was nothing more nor less 


than a question of public health, and he 
hoped the hon. and learned Member | 


would proceed no further with his oppo- 
sition. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 





Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH.) 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
ease of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 

Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill 

[Lords]. 
Ramsgate Corporation Improvements 
Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, that the Bills be read a second 
time. 


Mr. Strachey. 


{COMMONS} 


Business. 1108 


(PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
| ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN. 


| QUIRED INTO NOT COMPLIED 


| WITH.) 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
|Report from one of the Examiners of 
| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
_case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
| Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
| previously inquired into, and which are 
|applicable thereto, have not been com- 
| plied with, viz. :— 


North British Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, that the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
| Orders. 


| BREWERY AND COMMERCIAL INVEST- 
MENT TRUST BILL [Lords]. 


BRISTOL WATER BIL: [Lords]. 


COMMERCIAL UNION ASSURANCE 
COMPANY BILL [Loris]. 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out amendment. 


URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
LL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 


BRAY 


ROCHDALE CORPORATION BILL. 

As amended, considered. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
'and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(Mr. 
| Caldwell.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 
_ and passed. 


TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


| Not amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


GWYRFAI RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL 
WATER BILL [Lords] (BY ORDER). 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND EP- 
PING FOREST RAILWAY (ABAN- 
DONMENT). 

Report [this day] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read. 
Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
| Lafone and Mr. Wanklyn. 
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GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIR- | 


MATION BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
an Amendment. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time To-morrow. 


LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 1) 
BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


CROYDON TRAMWAYS AND IM- 
PROVEMENTS BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills 
(Section A), with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


{26 JuNE 1900} 
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PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). 


Sir FREDERICK GopsoN reported from 
the Committee on Group K of Private Bills, 


'That the parties opposing the Shannon 


Water and Electric Power Bill had stated 
that the evidence of Frederick J. Dick, 
Thomas Crossthwaite, and Allen Hornsby’ 
was essential to their case ; and it havin 
been proved that their attendance could 
not be procured without the intervention 
of the House, he had been instructed to 
move that the said Frederick J. Dick, 
Thomas Crossthwaite, and Allen Hornsby 
do attend the said Committee, and pro- 
duce all maps, plans, diagrams, estimates, 
reports, records, and statistics, and other 
documents, whatsoever in any way relat- 
ing to the above Bill, on Tuesday, 3rd 
July, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That Frederick J. Dick, 
Thomas Crossthwaite, and Allen Hornsby 
do attend the Committee on Group K of 
Private Bills on Tuesday, 3rd July, at 
half-past Eleven of the clock, and produce 
the said documents. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee :— 


1. “That in the case of the Muirkirk, 


| Mauchline, and Dalmellington Railways 


GUN BARREL PROOF ACT, 1868, 
AMENDMENT BILL [Lords]. 


Reported [Parties do not proceed]; 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


EAST STIRLINGSHIRE WATER BILL 
[Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP J). 


Colonel GUNTER reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group J of Private Bills, That 
the parties opposing the Edinburgh Cor- 
poration Bill had stated that the evidence 
of Thomas Bryce Laing, Town Clerk of 
Leith, was essential to their case ; and, it 
having been proved that his attendance 
could not be procured without the inter- | 
vention of the House, he had been 
instructed to move that the said Thomas | 
Bryce Laing do attend the said Committee | 
To-morrow, at half-past Eleven of the | 
clock. | 


Ordered, That Thomas Bryce Laing do | 
attend the Committee on Group J of 
Private Bills To-morrow, at  half-past | 
Eleven of the clock. 


(Abandonment) Bill [Lords], the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with : That 
the parties be permitted to proceed with 
their Bill.” 


2. “That, in the case of the London, 
Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Rail- 
way (Abandonment) Petition, the Stand- 


_ing Orders ought to be dispensed with : 


That the parties be permitted to proceed 


_ with their Bill.” 


3. ‘* That, in the case of Roe’s Patent 
Bill [Lords], the Standing Orders ought 


/to be dispensed with: That the parties 


be permitted to proceed with their Bill.” 
4. “That, in the case of the North- 


| Eastern Railway Bill [Lords], the Stand- 


ing Orders ought to be dispensed with : 
That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords]. 


Report [this day] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 














1111 ‘Petitions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to—Metropoli- | 
tan Common Scheme (Petersham) Pro- | 
visional Order Bill, Morecambe Urban | 
District Council (Gas) Bill. 


That they have agreed to Amendments 


to--Great - Berkhampstead Water Bill | 


ons) Motherwell Water Bill {Lords}, 
irmingham (King Edward the Sixth) 
Schools Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
‘An Act to confer powers upon the Cor. 
poration of the borough of South Shields 
for the construction of street. works and 
improvements ; and for other purposes.” 
South Shields Corporation Bill | Lords]. 


SOUTH SHIELDS CORPORATION 
[Lords]. 

Read the first time; and referred to 

the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


BILL 


PETITIONS. 


BRITISH MUSEUM BILL. 
Petition of the Library Association, 
for reference to a Select Committee ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Brechin, 
lie upon the ‘lable. 


in favour; to 


MIDWIVES BILL. 


Petition from Manchester, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF 
DENTS) BILL. 


Petition from Birmingham, 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


ACCI- 


for altera- 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Enstone ; 
Somercotes ; Belper ; Handforth ; Alder- 
shot; Billinghay; Beeston ; Sandbach ; 
Northwich ; Frodsham; and Hastings ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 


against ; to 


Petition from Heywood, 
lie upon the Table. 

Petitions in favour, from Leeds (three) ; 
Carlisle ; 


Hampstead ; Banbury ; 
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York ; 
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| Gospel Oak ; Oldbury ; Worcester ; Bath 

| (eight) ; West Ham; Stroud Green ; 
Sh heffield ; South Cave ; Gainsborough 
| (two) ; Masborough ; Kimberworth (two) ; 
Rotherham (three) ; ; Bishop Norton; 
| Malling; Newton Heath; Newcastle. 
upon-Tyne (two) ; Coventry ; Heywood ; 
Ashton-under-Lyne (two); Colne; En- 
stone; Ightham; Nottingham (three) ; 
| Devonport; Winterley ; Widnes ; Maes- 
teg; Alford; Briton Ferry ; Ponty- 
‘cymmer; Whaplode; Cadoxton juxta 
Neath ; Coedfranc ; Wakeham ; Belper ; 
Glasshouses; South Hornsey (three) ; 
East Finchley; Whitehaven; Cross- 
coombe ; Weymouth (two); Egremont ; 
Dorchester; Broadway ; Carlisle; Bal- 
derton: Northampton; Cwmbran ; Sal- 
ford; Bristol; Clapham ; Gunnislake ; 
Ambleston ; Walworth (three); Mary- 
port (two); Six Hills; East Birming- 
ham; Little Addington; Carnforth ; 
Eston; Battersea; Geddington ; Lither- 
land; Doncaster (four); Tow Law 
(three); Lanehead; Penzance; Billy 
Row; Cumberland: Balby; St. Just 
(three) ; St. Martin’s (Scilly) ; St. Agnes 
(Scilly); Mexborough ; Westgate ; Bray ; 
Hull; Berkshire; Hastings; Thorne 
(three); Boston; Great Yarmouth ; 
Gerards Cross ; Newark Road; Auster- 
| field; Cheshire; Camberwell ; Bawtry ; 
Frodsham; Todmorden; Maidenhead 
(two); Walton-on-the-Naze; Maryle- 
bone; Regent’s Park; Kiveton Park ; 
W okingham ; Ramsbury ; Bracebridge ; 
Ripon ; and, Lincoln (twenty- -nine) ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Petitions. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL AND SUN- 
DAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 


BILL. 

Petition from Lancashire and 
Cheshire, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL ; SUNDAY 
CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) BILL ; 
ANDSUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT 
(1881) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Llansamlet, 
to lie upon the Table. 


in favour ; 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour ; from Dundonald ; 
| Portpatrick ; Campbeltown; Earlston ; 
Aberdeen; and Douglas Water; to lie 
upon the Table. 
| 
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SMALLER edoie eat (SCOTLAND) 


Petition of Association of Burgh 
Officials of Scotland, against ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING 5 opie ns 
BILL. 


Petition from Monmouth, against ; to | 


lie upon the Table. | 
Petitions in favour; from Parkgate ; | 
Chester ; Reading (ten) ; Saffron Walden ; | 
York ; Watford ; Ashton-under-Lyne ; | 
Burslem ; Southampton; Oldbury ; St. 
Austell; Manchester; Bishop Norton ; 
Keadby (two); Nottingham (two) ; Kid- 
derminster ; Magon ; Bargoed ; Weston- 
super-Mare (two) ; Newport ; Coventry 
(two) ; Widnes ; Birmingham (two) ; South- 
end-on-Sea;Carnforth; Buckfastleigh(four); 
Blaengarw ; Coedfranc ; Cadoxton juxta 
Neath; Wakeham ; Upper Tooting ; 
Exeter ; -Ripon ; Glasshouses ; Stroud 
Green ; Rochdale ; Crosscoombe ; Tols- 
kithy ; Four Lanes; Portreath ; Pool; 
Redruth ; South Downs; Weymouth ; 
Summerfield ; Dorchester; Weymouth ; 
Broadway ; Sandback (two); Doncaster 
(five); Bawtry; Pontefract; Crook ; 
Aldershot ; Radcliffe-on-Trent ; Newark ; 
Sunderland ; Dovercourt ; Leicester ; 
Leytonstone ; Yardley ; Darlington (ten) ; 
Melsonby ; LEppleby ; Aldborough ; 
Barking ; Plymouth ; Gunnislake ; 
Ambleston; Sixhills ; North Thoresby ; 
Tetney ; Lavender Hill; Eston ; Redcar ; 
Battersea; Clapham; Bulwell; Lane 
Head ; Tow Law ; Rotherham ; Mytholm- 
royd; Frodsham ; Todmorden; Hey- 
wood ; Crosskeys ; Fleur-de-Lis ; Balby ; 
Mansfield ; Royston ; Wokingham ; Brad- 
ford (five) ; Austerfield ; St. Just (three) ; 
St. Agues (Scilly); Bristol ; Stithians ; 
Burrows; Kidderminster; Bischeliffe ; 
Sowerby Bridge; Lincoln; Woodhouse 
Grove ; Great Yarmouth ; Lantwardine ; 
Penzance; St. Martin’s (Scilly); and 
Hastings ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Blaengarw ; 
Pontyeymmer (two) ; Coedfrane ; Cadox- 
ton-juxta-Neath ; and Ambleston ; to lie 
vnon the Table. 





TRUSTS FUNDS BILL. 
Petition from Birmingham, in favour ; | 
to lie‘upon the Table. 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Reports, &e: 


COUNTY TREASURERS’ 

(IRELAND). 

Account presented, for the year ended 

25th March, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


FEE FUND 





PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 25th June; Mr. Ritchie]; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
234. | 
LEAD POISONING. 
Return presented, relative thereto 


[Address 22nd June ; Mr. Jesse Collings] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 235. ] 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


Copy presented, of Report No. 293 
(Bermuda, Annual Report for 1899) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Report, No. 292 
(British New Guinea, Annual Report for 
1898-9, [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 

Public Records (Court of Exchequer). 
—Copy of a Schedule containing a List 
and Particulars of Classes of Documents 
connected with actions arising out of 
seizures of goods, etc., or for the recovery 
of penalties under Acts relating to the 
Customs or Excise, and other Process in 
matters relating to the Revenue, which 
formerly were or ought to have been in 
the Office of the King’s or Queen’s Re- 
membrancer of the Exchequer, and which 
are now in the Public Record Office, but 
are not considered of sufficient public 
value to justify their preservation therein 
[by Act]. 


MADRAS LAND REVENUE. 
Ordered, That so much of the Return 
relative to Madras Land Revenue, which 
was presented 8th August, 1899, as 
relates to the despatch from the Secretary 
of State for India, with enclosures re- 
viewing correspondence regarding sales 


| of defaulters’ lands in Madras, be printed. 


[No. 236.] 








1115 Questions, 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY OF 
ENGLAND. 

Copy ordered, “of Account showing 
the figures upon which the grant of 
£2,500 per annum, made in aid of the 
expenses incurred by the Incorporated 
Law Society of England in the perform- 
ance of the duties of discipline imposed 
upon them by the Act 51 and 52 Vic. ¢. 
65, is based.” —(Mr. Hanbury.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
237. ] 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—TREATMENT 
OF CAPE REBELS. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he can say when 
he expects to be in a position to lay upon 
the Table Papers respecting the communi- 
cations which have been recently passing 
between Her Majesty’s Government and 
the Cape Ministries as to the policy to be 
pursued as regards those charged with 
acts of rebellion, and particularly whether 
the Minute of the Schreiner Ministry 
upon the subject will be included in the 
Papers. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I am not in a position 
to say. I am in communication with the 
present Cape Ministers on the subject. 


ADMINISTRATION OF MARTIAL LAW. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if he 
will state what, in the areas in South 


Africa where martial law has been pro- | 


claimed, was the number of persons 
arrested under its provisions up to 31st 


May; how many of these had been | 


brought to trial, and how many had been 
convicted or acquitted ; whether, and, if 
so, in how many cases had the interven- 
tion of the Supreme Court been invoked, 
and with what result ; whether, and, if 
so, in how many cases had persons 
arrested been discharged by the military 
authorities after conviction and sentence, 
after appeal had been made to the 
Supreme Court, but irrespective of any 
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actual judgment on its part; and how 
many persons had been discharged with- 
out being brought to trial. 


Questions. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY For 
WAR (Mr. WynpuHaM, Dover) : I am not 
in a position to give the detailed informa- 
| tion for which the hon. Member asks, 
Perhaps, however, I may explain the 
course which has been pursued. On the 
outbreak of war Sir A. Milner inquired 
by cable whether the administration of 
martial law was to be based on the 
principles embodied in a circular issued 
by the Colonial Office for the guidance of 
governors in 1867. The Colonial Office 
replied in the affirmative. Two further 
memorandums were drawn up indicating 
the proper application of these principles 
to cases which were likely to arise, and 
the three documents were circulated to 
officers charged with the administration 
of martial Jaw in South Africa. Such 
documents are ani must be merely 
advisory. The safeguards of justice in 
martial law must be sought in the good 
sense, and humanity of those charged 
with its administration. On 9th March 
the Secretary of State directed Lord 
Roberts to furnish records of all proceed- 
| ings, so that the War Office might have 
the advantage of the experience gained 
| during the only recent, and by far the 
|most extensive, application of martial 
'law. But these particulars have not yet 
reached us. 





INOCULATION 2 on iad TYPHOID 
Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, 
N.): Ibeg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether he has 
any information to enable him to give 
statistics as to the effect of inoculation 
against typhoid fever in South Africa. 





| The following questions also appeared 
| on the Paper :— 


Mr. WASON (Clackmannan and Kin- 
ross): To ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether he is now ina 
position to say whetherthe troops who sub- 
mitted themselves to inoculation, who are 
now serving in South Africa, and have had 
enteric fever, have had it in a less mild 
degree than those who have not been 
inoculated ; and what proportion of those 
inoculated recovered. 
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CotonsL WYNDHAM MURRAY| RECENT OPERATIONS—TIENTSIN 
(Bath): To ask the Under Secretary of | AND PEKING. 
State for War whether medical-records; Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
have been kept during the South African | (Stirling Burghs): Has the Under Secre- 
War and are already available which | tary for Foreign Affairs any news from 
would show the results of inoculation in | China which he can: communicate to the 
the prevention of enteric fever among the | House 1 
troops ; whether it has been found that | 
among those inoculated there has been) *THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
immunity from the disease ; and, in the, STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
event of the reports on inoculation not | BRODRICK, Surrey, Guildford) : We have 
showing such immunity, can he state what | no direct news from the legations, Ad- 
are the results of comparisons up to a) miral Seymour’s force, or Tientsin. Our 
certain date between the cases cf those | last information from ‘the officer in charge 
admitted to hospital suffering from this | at Wei-hai-wei is that 3,000 men of the re- 
disease who had been inoculated and those | lief force at Tientsin were encamped with- 
who had not been so treated. | in nine miles of that place on the evening 
| of June 23rd. The force comprised Rus- 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: I will reply at the| sians, French, Japanese, and British. 
same time to the questions put by the| From private sources we are informed 
hon. Member for Clackmannan and Kin- | that the relief force subsequently entered 
ross and my hon. and gallant friend the | Tientsin and marched north. Statements 
Member for Bath. Medical records! have reached us from various Chinese 
showing the results of inoculation are | sources that the legations were alk 
being compiled in South Africa, but the unharmed on the 20th instant. 
statistics at present available are not, is. 
sufficient to enable me to give a con-| ADMIRAL SEYMOUR’S ACTION. 
clusive reply to the questions. I doubt) Mr..GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
whether it will be possible to report on I beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
this question before the end of the war. | ralty if he can state whether Admiral 
. sient ep os ‘Seymour withdrew from the China 
‘ zane: es igre 3 RUET (Sheffield, | Pct under his command himself and 
Central): Are the troops now going out| +46 900 men landed from that squadron 
inoculated _and undertook the land expedition to 
: , .., | Peking by virtue of discretionary powers 
boomy bse = : 95 ws. _— var given “to ye or did he so act in piasteg 
iS. . LAO 50), grvem, Chane . $e | quence of orders to that effect from the 
_Admiralty; what proportion of the 
CHINA — ANTL- FOREIGN DISTURB. {ghting men of the China Squadron do 
ANCES—JAPANESE ASSISTANCE IN | the 900 men represent ; have any steps 
SUPPRESSION. / been taken for replacing these men by 
Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT (shef. | others ; and, if so, when will those others 
field, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the First | probably reach the squadron. 
Lord of the Treasury whether Her | . 
Majesty’s Government will arrange with, THE FIRST LORD or THE ADMI- 
the Government of Japan, the only Power | RALTY (Mr. GOSCHEN, St. George 8, 
able to act without delay, to at once send | Hanover Square): The Vice-Admiral’s 
an adequate land force to suppress the | Suggestion that he should take command 
disturbances in China. of the expedition, a step to which he 
believed most or all of the foreign officers 
Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA-| present would assent, was approved by 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, | the Admiralty, if an agreement was. 


Questions. 1118 


E.): It is undesirable to state the nature 
of negotiations which may be proceeding. 
Her Majesty’s Government would wel- 
come the despatch of troops by any 
Power which, owing to the proximity of 
its troops, may be able to act at once for 
the suppression of disturbances in North 
China. 





arrived at locally. My hon. friend speaks 
of the Admiral withdrawing himself from 
his squadron. That is not exactly the way 
in which to describe an expedition hurried 
off with the utmost energy to secure the 
legations and the European residents at 
Peking. 736 men were landed with the 
admiral from certain ships of the squadron 
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on the China station, and the total com-| BRITISH LAND FORCES FOR 
plements of the ships on the station TIENTSIN. 

number about 7,000. As already an-| Sir E. ASHMEAD-BARTLETT: I 
nounced, the transport “Jelunga” has | beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
been engaged to convey to the China for Foreign Affairs if he will state who 
station 860 ratings. She will sail about | commands the British land forces and 
the 30th June. other land forces now being despatched 
to the relief of Tientsin. 





» N SI O} f a pAls OI- h < 
COMPOSITION OF ,ADMIRAL SEY. | *3fs. BRODRICK: A. telegram from 
«sir J. COLOMB (Great Yarmouth): | the Rear-Admiral forwarded from Chefoo 
I ‘em pes ae te eye Kh jon 23rd J - stated that a Russian 
ralty whether he has yet been able t0/ second’ in command, and Captain War 
ascertain what is the strength and compo- | render of Her Majesty’s Ship F Barfleur ” 
seg sadhana bars eke os. are in charge of the operations from the 
Hak Wlpbkave the 4 ag ee Bag Ta-ku forts for the relief of Tientsin. 
the force been drawn for such land ser-| CHINESE TRADE IN BRITISH SHIPS 
vice; and whether they were super- a ; 
numetary to or formed part of the Boe si a ag i ): : ~ °8 "oe 
complements necessary to provide for the | Boy eion Affairs wheth a. be 5 ere 
fighting efficiency of the ships oreign Affairs whether he can state what 
; are the latest figures received by the 

Mr. GOSCHEN: The naval force Foreign Office with regard to the per- 
which formed part of the forces under a a pes goo trade 
Admiral Seymour is believed to consist of — Neat eo So ee 
736 men drawn from the “Centurion,” ee Sion Shey fey of the sone 
“Endymion,” and “ Aurora,” but the in. | Tecelpts of the Chinese customs. 


formation at present in the possession of} *p BRODRICK: The vercentage of 
a! . . if ce = 


the Admiralty is not sufficient to enable | i44-number of vessels engaged in the 
devo bo given, holes and men |foegn trade, of China i 1800 ‘as 
ments of the ships P British, 61; other countries, 39 ; and as 
; regards the value of the goods carried— 

*Smz J. COLOMB: All taken out of | British, 53; other countries, 47; and 
these three ships ? ; the percentage of duties paid on such 
goods was—British, 59 ; other countries, 





Mr. GOSCHEN: Yes. tee 


BRITISH [INTERESTS IN THE 
COMMAND OF THE ALLIED FORCES. YANG-TSZE VALLEY. 


*Sir J. COLOMB: I beg to ask the; Mr. DRAGE: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether, as| Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
a consequence of the absence of the | Affairs whether he can state what are the 
senior British Admiral up country in| latest figures received by the Foreign 
China while at the head of International | Office with regard to the number and 
forces on land, the Russian Admiral has | tonnage of British ships employed in the 
become the senior officer and head of the | trade of the Yang-tsze Valley, and what is 
International forces on the water; and | the percentage of British shipping so em- 
whether this state of things arises from | ployed as compared with the foreign and 
orders sent by, or through, the Admi-| Chinese ships in the same trade. 
ralty to the Admiral to leave his Fleet | 
and proceed up country for land opera- | *Mr. BRODRICK: The latest year 
tions. for which complete returns as to the 

shipping trade of the Yang-tsze can be 

Mr. GOSCHEN: The answer to the | given is 1898. In that year the number 

first part of the question is in the affirma- of British ships entered and cleared at 

tive, and the second part has been dealt | the Treaty ports of the Yang-tsze Kiang 

with by my answer to the question of the | was 10,753.with a tonnage of 12,271,892. 

hon. Member for King’s Lynn. Of the total tonnage of all shipping 
| 





pub 


*) 
ans) 
afte 


h 
W.! 
Sec1 
whe 
Che 
tion 
whe 
cons 
aval 
Gov 
augt 
regic 


*M 
mad. 
cons 
state 
force 
nava 
prote 
woul 
move 


TIE! 
Mi 
the [ 
Affaii 
to N 
and |: 
ase. 
Gove 
along 
to pr 
line. 
*MR 
spot | 
will, 
utmos 
VO 


1121 Questions. {26 June 1900} Questions. 


entered and cleared 27 per cent. was| property. But I cannot pledge them to 

Chinese, 61 per cent. was British, and 12 | any particular measures. 

per cent. other foreign. | 

I a > 9s ROR C . 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs):/ 47 aGLBAN (Candin : [bec to ask 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | the Sen Meat f ey “a F ) y dic ib 

for Foreign Affairs whether the Govern- | nfs wham : gery Prd b sede he 

ment are taking any measures to safe- | d tet Pica cca Sh akaiiee bedeesaal 

guard British interests within the sphere | “72? (rom ae, SO: CSR 
clude the native battalions stationed in 


pe Sg Vee | Mauritius, Central Africa, Uganda, Hong 
*Mr. BRODRICK : Yes, Sir. | Kong, etc.; if, since these figures were 
a i j ¢ | published, material increase has been 
Mr. HEDDERWICK: Can the right | made in the force under orders for China, 
hon. Gentleman, with due regard to the | =a fom is now the total strength of 
public interest, say more ? | eee 
*Mr. BRODRICK: I have already) THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
answered a question on the subject this | IN DIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
afternoon. | Ealing): The 16,000 men stated to have 
| been withdrawn from the Indian establish- 
Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, | ment included the battalions stationed in 
W.R., Barnsley): I beg to ask the Under | the Mauritius, Ceylon, Singapore, and 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | 0S Kong. There are some Indian 
whether appeals have been made from | soldiers in Central Africa and Uganda, 
Cheng King and Ning-po for the protec-| but they are not part of the regular 


tion of British gunboats; and, if so | Indian establishment. Some addition 


whether these have been disregarded in | has been made to the force going to 
consequence of none being immediately | China, but I cannot as yet give the exact 


available; and whether Her Majesty’s | bumbers. 


Government are taking steps to further | : 
augment our naval forces in the Yang-tsze| Mr. MACLEAN: Has the number of 


region with the least possible delay. | English officers attached to the infantry 
| battalions been increased ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: Appeals have been | 

made from various ports to Her Majesty's; Lorp G. HAMILTON: I cannot 

consuls to send ships. As I have already | say the exact number of officers accom- 

stated to the House, considerable rein- | panying the native regiments, but I 

forcements have been ordered to our understand that some addition has been 

naval forces in the Yang-tsze region for | made to the ordinary establishment. 

protection of life and property, but it) 

would be undesirable to state the exact | Weeaee sis Ween an eats 

agua ereinaeaalino ct ANTLFOREIGN MOVEMENT. 


TIENTSIN-NEU-CHWANG RAILWAY. | Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask the 
Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I beg to ask | Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign | Affairs whether the Foreign Office re- 
Affairs whether a gunboat has been sent | ceived information beforehand from Sir 
to Neu-Chwang to protect the property | Claude MacDonald, or any other source, 
and lives of British subjects ; and whether, | W@?™1Ng Her Majesty's Government to de 
as early as practicable, Her Majesty’s | prepared for a rising against foreigners in 
Government will station armed guards | China. 
along the Tientsin-Neu-Chwang Railway *Mr. BRODRICK: Her 


to prevent the further destruction of the Majesty’s 


line Government received reports with regard 
: to the Boxer movement in Shantung and 
*Mr. BRODRICK: The officers on the | Chihli, but no indication of any general 
spot have been given full discretion, and | rising against foreigners was contained in 
will, we have every confidence, do their the information which reached them prior 
utmost for the protection of life and | to the recent movement of the Boxers. 
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DUAL (NAVAL AND _ MILITARY) 
ORGANISATION OF NAVAL STA- 
TIONS. 


*Sm J. COLOMB: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether the | 
Defence Committee of the Cabinet will | 
carefully consider the present dual, naval | 
and military, organisations of our distant | 
naval stations, in view of the fact, illus- 
strated by events in China, that our 
Admirals commanding such stations are, 
under the existing system, compelled to 
deprive their ships of fighting force when | 
any emergency necessitates minor mili- 
tary operations on land, by reason of the | 
garrisons at their bases being purely | 
military, under the control of the War 
Office at home, and not at the disposal of 
the Admirals on the stations. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No informa- 
tion that we have received from China 
would indicate that there is any basis for 
the contention of my hon. and gallant 
friend. 

EDUCATION OF OFFICERS’ 
SONS. ; 

Sir JAMES WOODHOUSE: (Hud- 
dersfield): I beg to ask the Under Sec- 
retary of State for War will he explain 
why officers of the Auxiliary forces who 
give their services to the country volun- 
tarily are called upon to pay fees for 
their sons at the Royal Military Academy 
at Woolwich and the Royal Military 
College at Sandhurst nearly four times 
the amount of those paid by officers of 
the Regular forces ; and can he, as some 
recognition of their services, see his way 
to recommend a diminution of these fees 


ARMY— 


in favour of Volunteer officers who 
have served the State for a definite 
period. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The State by 


diminution of 
the education of the sons of officers who 


have made the Army their profession, and | 


more especia uly of those in the lower | 
ranks. There are not the same grounds 
for making the concession in the case of 
Volunteer officers. 


RIFLE RANGES. 

Si HOWARD VINCENT : I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
if, having regard to the great and increas- 
ing range of modern weapons, any special 
ofticer or committee is advising the See- 
retary of State as to the compulsory 
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fees contributes towards | 


Questions. 1124 


acquisition for the nation of any sites 
likely to be of service for the purpose. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: A Committee which 
| deals with questions of this kind is already 
| in existence. 


| CADET CORPS AND RIFLE CLUBS. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State. for 
War, if, having regard to the desire in 
| portions of the country to establish cadet 
corps and rifle clubs with a view to the 
preparation of boys and young men for 
the use of the rifle in the case of national 
necessity, the Secretary of State will con- 
sider the formation of a special depart- 
ment to draw up rules for such cadet 
' corps and rifle clubs, and to provide for 


their encouragement, efficiency, and 
periodical inspection. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: Regulations for 
cadet corps are already in existence, 
and are contained in the Volunteer 


regulations. Rifle clubs are to be affiliated 
to and placed under the supervision of 
the National Rifle Association. There 
does not, therefore, appear to be any need 
for the special Department suggested. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) : Then is 
it intended that the rifle clubs shall be 
managed entirely by themselves, indepen- 
dently of the War Office ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: They will be 
entirely voluntary associations for the 
practice of rifle shooting, and will receive 
certain facilities from the Government. 
They stand in no need of disciplinary 
rules. 


GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): Is any encouragement 
'to be afforded for the establishment of 
cadet corps ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : My hon. and gal- 
lant friend will find the facilities laid 
down in the Volunteer regulations. 


Mr. TOMLINSON: Surely a certain 
amount of discipline is required, even in 
| rifle practice. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe that the 
| National Rifle Association have succeeded 
in conducting competitions at Bisley for 
| years without any necessity for inter- 
| vention on our part. 
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RESERVE SQUADRONS — PAY OF | 


ACTING QUARTERMASTERS~ AND 
ADJUTANTS. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, W.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 


State for War if he will explain why no | 
extra duty pay has been allowed to 
quartermaster and | 


officers acting as 
adjutant in the Reserve squadron in Ire- 
land, although such extra pay has been 
granted to officers performing correspond- 
ing duties in the squadrons in England. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The grant of extra 
duty pay depends upon the size of the 
squadrons and the quantity of work 


thrown upon the officers, not upon their | 


geographical distribution. The first two 
squadrons which reached such a size as to 
justify the grant happened to be in 
England. The limit fixed is 400 men or 
250 horses ; wherever and whenever this 
is reached the extra duty pay is given. 


ALDERSHOT MANCEUVRES—HEAT 
CASUALTIES. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, | 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State | 
for War if he can state how many cases | 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: It has been decided 
to await the conclusion of the war in 
South Africa before coming to a decision. 


Questions. 


| 
| 


SOLDIERS’ PENSIONS AND GOOD 
CONDUCT BADGES. 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I beg to ask 
| the Under Secretary of State for War if 
| he can state whether a man who left the 
service after seven years with three good 
| conduct badges, and completed his time 
| with the A, B, C sections, and was serv- 
‘ing on D section when called up, is 
| entitled to increased pay and pension on 
; that account. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: A soldier on re- 
| joining the colours would resume the 
good conduct pay which he was drawing 
/on going to the Reserve. The rate of 
| pension is not affected by good conduct 
| badges. I may add that no man could 
|have three good conduct badges after 
| only seven years service. 


VOLUNTEER QUARTERMASTER 
SERGEANT. 
Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): I beg to 


of sunstroke in connection with the Alder- | ask the Under Secretary of State for War 


shot review have been treated in hospital, 


what was the average duration of their | 
stay, and whether any of the cases were | 


reported as severe or dangerous; and 
whether the principal medical officer at 
Aldershot was consulted as to the pro- 
priety or otherwise of holding the field 
day on 11th June. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The total number 


| whether an orderly room sergeant of 

Volunteers, who after six years service as 

such has attained the rank of quarter- 

master sergeant, will receive pay during 
encampment in accordance with his rank 
as quartermaster sergeant or merely as 

| an ordinary sergeant. 

| *Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. The 


| orderly room sergeant in question would 





of cases was sixty-two ; the duration of | draw the pay of an orderly room clerk of 
stay in hospital of those discharged was | six years service holding the rank of 
ten days ; fourteen are still in hospital. | quartermaster sergeant. 
Twenty-nine of the cases were considered | 
severe. The General Officer commanding | 
cee Se ean ee hOMELTS 
’ ? I 7th 4 
since exceptional heat was not anticipated. Str JOHN BAKER (Portsmouth) : I 
| beg to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT | Whether his attention has been called to 
OFFICERS’ TITLES. | an inquest held at Portsmouth on the 1st 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): | instant on a Marine pensioner named 
Ijbeg to ask the Under Secretary of State | Roberts, who for nearly four years was 
for War if he can now state what decision | an inmate of Haslar Hospital, and who 
has been arrived at as regards the grant-| was required by the Admiralty to leave, 
ing of military titles without prefix to | and was informed that he would receive 
officers of the Army Veterinary Depart-|a pension of 2s. per day ; whether he is 
ment, seeing that the question has now aware that Roberts was discharged with- 
been long under consideration, and that out any money being given him by the 
the decision is anxiously awaited by the | authorities to support him till his pension 
members of the veterinary profession | next became payable, and that he gave 
both in and outside the service. | his address in the discharge book as 
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Alverstoke Workhouse, and was ulti- 
mately found in the water near Southsea 
Castle under circumstances pointing to 
suicide ; and whether he is aware also that 
six other pensioners suffering from various 
chronic diseases were similarly discharged 
about the same time in a destitute con- 
dition, one of whom was found several 
times sleeping at nights in the furze near 
there, and if he will state who is responsi- 
ble for the men being so discharged, and 
what steps it is proposed to take to avoid 
a recurrence of such cases. 


THe CIVIL LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. AvusTEN CHAMBERLAIN, 
Worcestershire, E.): The attention of the 
Admiralty was directed to this lament- 
able case immediately after the inquest by 
a letter from the Coroner, and reports 
were at once called for as to the facts of 
the case. I am not satisfied with the 
information I have received, and I 
would ask the hon. Member to postpone 
his question till I have made further 
inquiries. 


Questions. 


THE SHIPBUILDING VOTE. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty whether he 
can now state when he expects to be able 
to take the Shipbuilding Vote. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : 
Friday. 


I cannot state till 


DEPTFORD VICTUALLING YARD— 
OVERTIME RECORDS. 


CapTraIn NORTON: I beg to ask the 


First Lord of the Admiralty whether it | 
has been brought to his notice that dis- | 


Deptford | 


satisfaction prevails in the 
Victualling Yard with reference to the 
manner in which the men’s working time 
is recorded, and which has resulted in some 
men who worked overtime during the late 
pressure of work not receiving a gratuity, 
and to others who worked overtime from 


October, 1899, to 31st January, 1900, | 
night and day on the victualling of the | 


transports receiving gratuities ranging as 
low as from 3d. to 4s. or 5s. only, and 
this in the face of the promise made by 


him that from 25 to 50 per cent. bonus | 
on the overtime worked would be paid ; | 
and whether he will cause inquiry to be | 
made into the system now in vogue at | 
Deptford for recording the men’s working | 


time which has led to the above result, 


{COMMONS} 


Questions, 


with a view to the introduction of a more 
accurate system. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, §.); 
No representation has been received on 
the subject. The bonus paid was 50 per 
cent. on the actual amount of overtime 
earned by each individual in connection 
with the provisioning, etc., of the trans- 
ports for South Africa, and as in five 
cases the amount of overtime work was 
only one hour, the gratuity amounted to 
3d., being 50 per cent. of their pay for 
that hour. There is no reason to suppose 
that the system of recording overtime at 
Deptford is inaccurate, and no necessity 
appears for the inquiry suggested. 


CarTaIn NORTON: If I furnish the 
hon. Gentleman with numerous cases of 
inaccuracy, will he have them inquired 
into ? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: f have carefully 
examined the list ef payments, and there 
does not seem to be any inaccuracy. Still, 
if the hon. Gentleman will furnish me 
with names, I will further inquire. 





TRAINING OF SEAMEWN—TRAINING 
SQUADRON SAILING SHIPS. 

| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to 
‘ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
why the four sailing ships of the Training 
Squadron which had -been refitted and 
prepared for sea in October last were 
suddenly dismantled when on the point 
| of sailing ; what has been done with these 
| four ships ; what is proposed to be done 
|with them; and does the Admiralty 
propose to abolish the system of training 
men and officers in a squadron of sea- 
| going sailing ships ; if so, will he, before 
|carrying out any such intention, take 
| measures to ascertain the opinion of all 
| the post captains in the Navy as to the 
| probable effect of withdrawing from the 
| Navy the training hitherto afforded by 
the Training Squadron. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The reason for the 
change in question was that the number 
of cruisers required in consequence of the 
| despatch of innumerable transports over 
a distance of 7,000 miles, and the neces- 
sity for watching the South African 
ports, rendered it expedient to substitute 
four fighting cruisers for four sailing 
ships. They have been put into the A 
lapaesaier Their ultimate destination 
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cannot yet be stated. 
informed the hon. Member that no —final 
or formal decision has been arrived at, 
but it is not proposed, as the hon. Gen- 
tleman, suggests, to circularize the 190 
post captains on the active list. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman take any steps to 


ascertain the opinion of the post captains 
before a final decision is come to ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: I am acquainted 


with the views of many naval officers on 


the subject, and I find there isa profound | 


division of opinion amongst them on this 
very important subject. My hon. friend 
may rest assured that no final decision will 


be taken without the greatest considera- 


tion. 


WESTERN AUSTRALIA — PORTS 
CALL FOR MAIL STEAMERS. 
Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the question of substituting 
Fremantle for Albany as the Western 
Australian port of call for mail steamers 
has made any progress of late. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I am still 
in communication with the Australian 
Colonies in regard to this matter, and am 
not yet in a position to make any state- 
ment on the subject. 


OF 


NEW ZEALAND—PROPOSED _ EN- 
LARGEMENT OF BOUNDARIES. 

Mr. HOGAN : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he 
has received proposals from the Premier 
of New Zealand for the enlargement of 
the boundaries of that Colony, with a 
view to the incorporation of neighbouring 
groups of islands ; and, if so, whether he 
has any objection to specifying the sug- 
gested acquisitions. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have re- 
ceived from the Governor of New Zealand 
a memorandum by his Prime Minister, in 
which he suggests that certain groups of 
islands might be incorporated in the 
Colony. The islands specified are the 
Cook group and the Fiji and Friendly 
Islands. 


AUSTRALIAN COMMONWEALTH BILL 
—INTERFERENCE OF COLONIAL 
GOVERNORS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 

E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 


{26 JuNE 1900} 
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for the Colonies if his attention has been 
called to the action of the Governor of 
New South Wales in taking part in the 


Questions. 


controversy arising out of the amend- 


ment of the Commonwealth Bill, and 
whether it is constitutional or in accord- 
ance with precedent that the representa- 
tive of the Queen should take sides in 
discussions where differences of opinion 
arise among the people and in the Parlia- 
ment of the colony of which he is 
Governor. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have seen 
the press telegram to which no doubt the 
hon. Member refers, but I am unable to 
say whether it accurately represents what 
the Governor said. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman be kind enough 
to answer that portion of the question 
which contains the inquiry whether the 
intervention of a Governor is constitu- 
tional and with precedent ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : It is rather 
a wide question. I should say the 
answer depends a good deal upon the 
nature of the intervention and the exact 
language used by the Governor. No 
doubt it is unconstitutional for a 
Governor to take part in what may be 
called a party controversy, but I am 
happy to say that the question of the 
Commonwealth Bill has not been a party 
controversy in any part of Australia. 
But, after all, these questions are purely 
hypothetical, because up to the present 
time I have no information as to the 
Governor having used any language at all 
which bears on the subject. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman inquire whether 
the statement in question is true? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then I 
will inquire myself. 


SUPERINTENDENTS OF AFRICAN 
PROTECTORATES. 
Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 


| State for Foreign Affairs whether an office 


of Superintendent of African Protecto- 
rates has recently been created at the 
Foreign Office, what are the emoluments 


and duties attached to the office, and what 


are the Protectorates referred to. 
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*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes. The appoint-| Lorp G. HAMILTON: The question 
ment alluded to has been made. The | of enlarging establishments to replace 
emoluments are similar to those assigned | Indian troops who may be employed as 
to the Third Assistant Under Secretary | permanent colonial garrisons is under con- 
of State £1,000, rising at the end of five | sideration, but no such intention exists: 
years to £1,200. The duties attached to | with regard to the native troops tempo- 
the post are the general superintendence, | rarily employed out of India. Any extra 
under the immediate direction of the | expense entailed by the consequent addi- 
Secretary of State, of the correspondence | tions will be borne by Imperial revenues. 
relating to the administration and finance | 
of the Protectorates administered by | INDIAN FAMINE. 
the Foreign Office, namely, Somaliland,| Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: Has the 
East Africa, Uganda, and British Central noble Lord the Secretary for India any 
Africa, as well as Zanzibar, so far as the information with regard to affairs in 
administration of the latter is under the | India ? 
control of the Imperial Government. | Lorp G. HAMILTON: I received a 
telegram in the middle of the day from 
INDIA—HONNIBAL SHOOTING CASE. | the Government of India stating that the 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg | monsoon had broken, and that the rain 
to ask the Secretary of State for | Was spreading satisfactorily over North 
India whether his attention has been Bombay, Behar, and the Central Pro- 
called to the Honnibal shooting case,  Vnces. 


when Captain Wood, accompanied by MAIDSTONE GAOL—WARDER 
othcr’ officers, fired into a sugar cane | SEARLE’S PENSION. 


plantation and hit an old man; whether) Mr. CORNWALLIS (Maidstone): I 
he is aware that a villager named | beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Kenguri detained the officers and was| Home Department if he will take into 
afterwards sentenced to four months’ | his favourable consideration the increase 
imprisonment on a charge of assault ;/of the pension of A. Searle, a retired 
whether inquiries have been made as to | warder, taken over frog: the county 
the injuries sustained by the old man at | service in her Majesty’s prison at Maid- 
the hands of the officers, and whether he | stone, frem £43 1s., its present amount, 
will lay a statement of the whole case to £61 10s. 8d., the amount equivalent to 
upon the Table of the House. two-thirds of his pay and emoluments on 
wheat retirement, a rate of pension which was 
Lorp G. HAMILTON: The matter | formerly enjoyed by county prison officers 
to which the hon. Member's question | jn the county of Kent, as in most other 
refers is now being inquired into by the | counties, after twenty vears’ service, and 
Government of India, but I shall not | which was guaranteed to them by the 
receive any report on the subject for some | Act of 1877 ; and whether he will intro- 
days. duce legislation if necessary, at an early 
date to ensure to all oid county prison 
IND:AN MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT. | officers the rate of pension which was 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 12 foree when they joined the prison 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of  S€Tvice. 
State for India whether, with regard to) *THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
the regiments and detachments of the| THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Indian Native Army now serving beyond | WuttreE RIDLEY, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
the frontier and abroad on the ccntinent | The rate of pensions is fixed by the Trea- 
of Africa, Mauritius, Ceylon, the Straits | sury and not by the Home Office. The 
Settlements, Hong Kong, and with refer- | practice which has obtained in late years 
ence to the troops now ordered to China, | by which the pensions of ex-local prison 
it is intended to enlarge the regular | officials have been supplemented by the 
Indian Military Establishment to the | local authorities has been disturbed by 
extent to which it has been reduced, by | the decision of an auditor of the Local 
extra recruitments or by the formation | Government Board, and until I have 
of new regiments ; if so, whether he will | received an answer from that Department 
state the estimated cost of such additions | on this point, I cannot decide what course 
to the Indian Army charges. | Should be pursued. 
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JUTE FACTORY REGULATIONS. a different view of it. I would add that 
*Smr CHARLES DILKE: I begto ask the | in any case the workman is not, I think, 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart-| without remedy. He could, as I am 
ment whether his attention has been | advised, obtain a judgment in the County 
called to the prosecution, on 18th June, of | Court for the payment of any arrears due 
Messrs. Ritchie, a firm of jute manu-| to him, and the provisions of the Debtors 


facturers at Stratford, for neglecting to | Act would apply. 


provide a fan, as directed by the inspector, | 
to prevent the inhalation of impure dust, | 
and to the remarks of the magistrate on | 
the necessity of proving in each case | 
injury to health ; and what steps he pro- | 
poses to take in the matter. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The case 
to which the right hon. Baronet refers 
has engaged the special attention of the 
Home Office. The magistrate, in giving 
his decision, agreed to state a case on 
the question of law, and I at once gave 
instructions for the necessary steps to be 
taken to carry the matter to the High 
Court. 


WALSINGHAM PETTY SESSIONS— 
CASE OF WILLIAM SPINKS. 

Str BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
‘for the Home Department whether his 
| attention has been called to the case tried 
'at the petty sessions held at Walsing- 

ham, in Norfolk, on 7th May last, when 
| Mr. William Spinks, the defendant, was 
| fined £5 and costs, the magistrates re- 
| fusing to send the case for trial ; and 
| whether he will consider the expediency 
| of an inquiry into the case. 

| *Smr M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have 
} been making inquiries, which are not 





' yet completed, into this case. 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT— 
BAILEY v. PLANT. CHARITY COMMISSION—SALES OF 
Mr. M’KENNA: I beg to ask the | CHARITY PROPERTY. 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart-| Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
ment whether his attention has been | Ilkeston): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
called to a decision given by Judge Yate | for Thirsk, as representing the Charity 
Lee on the 19th June at the Crewe County |Conmmissioners, if he can state how the 
Court, in a case in which Samuel Bailey £882,914 obtained during the year 1899 
sought to obtain the committal of his by the sale of the real property of 
former employer, John Dudson Plant, | charities was made up, giving the num- 
mineral water manufacturer, upon a judg- | ber of acres of land sold, and the amount 
ment summons issued against Plant to| realised by the sale of house property 
enforce payment of an award previously | and licensed houses, and agricultural land 
made in favour of Bailey under the Work- | separately. 
men’s Compensation Act ; and whether, | : - gas . 
seeing that the decision given by Judge | THE PARLIAMEN TARY CHARITY 
Yate Lee was to the effect that the award | COMMISSIONER (Mr. Grant Lawson, 
| Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk): I regret to find 
| that I cannot give my hon. friend as full 
petent Court which would constitute a | iformation as I had hoped without en- 
proper ground for committal under the | tailing very great labour on a hard- 
Debtors Act, he will consider the need of | Worked Department. Last year the Com- 
taking immediate steps to amend the | Mission made 396 orders authorising sales 
Workmen’s Compensation Act in this | f real property belonging to charities. 
particular. To classify that property would require 
; | an examination of all the files relating to 
*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I agree’ each of those 396 orders. Sixteen orders 
that the point involved in the decision jalone account for £518,510 out of the 
referred to is one of much practical im-| sum referred to in the question. These 
portance, and will demand careful con-| have been examined and show that of the 
sideration when the question of amending | money received under them £79,704 was 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act comes | for agricultural land, £438,806 for pro- 
to be dealt with. But I may perhaps point | perty in towns, including £202,000 for 
out that the law on the subject is open | the site of the Roman Catholic church in 
to question, seeing that another County | Moorfields, £78,000 for the site of the 
Court Judge has, as I understand, taken | Royal Ophthalmic Hospital, and £31,000 


having been made by an arbitrator was 
not an order or judgment of any com- 
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for property in St. Giles’s, Cripplegate. 
I understand that the large sales of 
licensed premises, of which I had a vague 
but satisfactory recollection, took place 
in years previous to 1899. The great 
value of a church, not of a public-house, 
accounted largely for the rise in the 
figures of 1899 as compared with 1898. 


Str WALTER FOSTER: Is there no 
catalogue kept of these transactions ? 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: There are 
such records kept, of course, but the 
documents are very voluminous, and to 
get the exact details asked for they 
would all have to be carefully examined. 


Questions. 


LONDON SCHOOL BOARD—SCHOOL 
PLACES. 

Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
what is the number of school places 
recognised by the Board of Education in 
elementary schools, whether board or 
voluntary, in the area under the London 
School Board, what is the number of pro- 
jected places in such schools, what is the 
number of children for whom it is at the 
present time necessary to provide places, 
whether the number of such children is 
diminishing yearly within the London 
area, and how many unused sites for 
schools are now held by the London 
School Board. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity): (i.) There are 798,554 places 
recognised ; (ii.) there are 28,214 places 
projected ; (iii.) the number for whom it 
is necessary to provide places is 784,590 ; 
(iv.) the number of children is not di- 
minishing ; (v.) there are sixteen sites 
unused at present. 


PRISON —PAYMENT OF 
PRISONERS. 


BARLINNIE 
FINES BY 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, | 


Bridgeton): I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate if he will state what was the amount 
of money paid by prisoners committed to 
Barlinnie Prison in default of payment of 
fines in May, 1899, and May, 1900, 
respectively ; in the latter month how 


much of the money paid consisted of fines | 
paid in full on entering prison, and how | 
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of last session; and in respect of such 
partial payments would he state the total 
number of prisoners making payment 
under the provisions of the Act, and the 
number of days by which the total terms 
| of imprisonment were thereby curtailed. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A, 
/GraHAM Murray, Buteshire) : It is not 
| convenient to give all the details asked 
|for by the hon. Member in reply to a 
| question in this House, but the Secretary 
| for Scotland will be glad to furnish him 
| with a statement containing the informa- 
| tion he desires. 





| 

| 

| GREAT NORTHERN OF IRELAND 

| RAILWAY FARES. 

| Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): 
| I beg to ask the President of the Board 
|of Trade whether he is aware that dis- 
| satisfaction exists in Omagh owing to 
| existing railway charges; is he aware 
| that on Tuesday in each week the Great 
| Northern Railway Company issues a 
| market ticket to Belfast, and that the 
|fare from Omagh is the game as from 
| Derry, though Omagh is thirty-four 
| miles nearer Belfast, and that the cost 
| of carrying timber from Derry to Omagh 
|is 6s. 3d. per ton, whilé the cost to 
Ballyshannon, though deuble the dis- 
; tance, is no more; is he also aware that 
the charge for conveying ten barrels of 
petroleum from Belfast to Omagh is as 
much as the charge for conveying fifteen 
| barrels of petroleum from New York to 
' Belfast ; and will he state if he has any 
power to restrain the Great Northern 
Railway Company of Ireland in the 
/matter of preferential rates. 


| THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 

oF TRADE (Mr. Ritcuiz, Croydon): 
|The Board of Trade are not aware that 
'the circumstances are as stated by the 
| hon. Member, and in cases where pre- 
ferential rates are shown to exist the 

jurisdiction to order their abatement ‘s 
in the Railway and Canal Commissioners, 
and not the Board of Trade. It has, 
| however, given me pleasure to draw the 
attention of the railway company to 

the subject-matter of the hon. Member’s 
| question. 


| STRANGFORD LOUGH—CARLINGFORD 
LIGHTHOUSE. 


Mr. BLAKISTON-HOUSTON (Down, 





much of fines paid under the Fines and | N.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Imprisonment (Scotland and Ireland) Act | Board of Trade if he has received from 
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It is not at present possible 


casualties and wrecks at the moath of | to state the date on which the Commis- 


Strangford Lough; will he state from 


what source and at whose expense Car- | 


lingford Lighthouse is maintained, and | 


for what class of shipping ; and would he | 


| 


consider favourably the lighting of the | 


existing lighthouse on Rock Angus by 


gas from the shore, and without the ex- | 
'how many sales to tenants under the 


pense of lighthouse keepers in residence. 


Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir, I have not re- 


ceived from the Irish Office any list of | 


casualties and wrecks at the mouth of 
Strangford Lough. The four lighthouses 
at the entrance of Carlingford Lough are 
maintained by the Commissioners of Irish 


Lights at the expense of the general light- | 


house fund, for the 


benefit of mail | 


steamers and other vessels using that | 


lough. Any proposal for the lighting of 
Strangford Lough which may be made by 


the Commissioners, as the general light- | 
house authority, will receive my careful | 


consideration. 


Mr. BLAKISTON-HOUSTON : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he has received 
any further information on the subject of 
wrecks at the mouth of Strangford 
Lough. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): This is not a matter which 
comes under the official cognisance of the 
Irish Government, and consequently I 
have no information to give on the 
subject. 


KILLARNEY LAND APPEALS. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
State the number of cases awaiting trial 
before the Land Commission for hearing 


appeals at Killarney ; whether he is aware | 


that fixtures have been provisionally 
made by the Appeal Commission in 
various parts of Ireland which do not 
include Killarney ; and whether he can 
state about what date the Appeal Land 
Commission will sit at Killarney. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There are 
157 cases from the County Kerry in 
which appeals have not yet been heard. 
In the majority of these cases the appeals 
were only lodged since the lst January 
last. The fact is as stated in the second 


sioners will next sit at Killarney to hear 
appeals. 


SALES TO IRISH TENANTS. 
Mr. MORRIS (Kilkenny, 8.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief S.cretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he can now state 


40th section of the late Land Act have 
taken place ; and whether the Government 
will take steps to facilitate such sales. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : Advances 
amounting to £269,334 were made by the 
Land Commission down to the end of 
March last, enabling 945 tenants upon 
sixty-two estates to purchase their 
holdings under the provisions of the 40th 
section of the Land Act of 1896. Pro- 
ceedings for sale under the same enact- 
ment were pending, at the date men- 
tioned, on some thirty-two other estates. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What will be the business on Thursday 
and Friday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The first Order 
on Thursday will be the Second Reading 
of the Tithes Bill, and on Friday Scotch 
Estimates will be taken. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. HALSEY reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Mr. 
Howell (added in respect of the Sunday 
Closing (Wales) Act (1881) Amendment 
Bill) ; and had appointed in substitution : 
Sir Powlett Milbank. 


Mr. HAtsey further reported from the 
Committee, That they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure the fol- 
lowing Fifteen Members in respect of the 
Veterinary Surgeons Amendment Bill :— 
Mr. Banbury, Sir Thomas Gibson-Car- 


‘michael, Mr. Colston, Earl of Dalkeith, 


Mr. Vaughan-Davies, Mr. Charles Douglas, 


Sir Frederick Fitz Wygram, Sir Michael 
| Foster, Sir John Kinloch, Mr. M‘Crae, 


Sir George Pilkington, Mr. Shaw-Stewart, 
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Mr, Tennant, Sir John Tuke, and Colonel | also to the great advantage which has un- 


Welby. 
Reports to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (JOINT COMMITTEES). 


Mr. HALsEy reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Joint Committee of Lords and Commons 
on Municipal Trading :—Sir John Leng ; 
and had appointed in substitution: Mr. 
John Wilson (Govan). 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


HOSPITALS (EXEMPTIONS FROM 
RATES). 

Ordered, That a Message be sent to the 
Lords to request that their Lordships will 
be pleased to give leave to the Marquess 
of Bristol to attend to be examined as a 
Witness before the Select Committee on 
Hospitals (Exemption from Rates).—(Mr. 
T. W. Russell.) 





NEW BILL. 


URBAN DISTRICT COUNCILS. 
Bill to amend the Law of Public Health, 
Local Government, and Rating with 
respect to Urban District Councils and 
otherwise, ordered to be brought in b 
Sir John William Maclure and Mr. Joseph 
Howard. 


URBAN DISTRICT COUNCILS BILL. 


‘To amend the Law of Public Health, 
Local Government, and Rating with 
respect to Urban District Councils and 
otherwise,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Tuesday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 269.] 





COMPANIES BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 


questionably been derived by trade and 
commerce through the formation of these 
/companies. No one will dispute that the 
| operation of the Companies Acts has 
| been largely beneficial to the trade and 
;commerce of the country, but, at-the 
same time, it will be generally ac- 
knowledged that there are many evils 
arising out of the _ existing law. 
A Select Committee appointed to inquire 
into the subject reported that the frauds 
committed and the losses sustained in 
connection with limited liability com- 
panies rendered necessary further regula- 
tion with respect to the formation of 
these companies ; and a Return which was 
moved for by the hon. Member for the 
Exchange Division of Liverpool showed 
that in one year, 1896, no fewer than 
1,261 companies went into liquidation, 
involving the loss of no less than fifteen 
|millions sterling, of which £8,284,000 
'were losses in capital. But, although 
these figures are considerable, they yet 
/are, comparatively speaking, small com- 
| pared to the enormous capital invested in 
| public companies, which amounts at the 
| present time to 1,500 millions sterling. 
| Therefore, the losses in the year 1896 
| were only about 1 per cent. of the capital in- 
| vested, and that fact should induce the 
| House to approach the amending of the 
law relating to public companies with 
| very great caution and circumspection. 
I think that in considering the ques- 
‘tion we should endeavour as far as 
‘possible to secure that there should be 
/no unnecessary interference with the 
| freedom of companies in carrying on their 
| business and in the general management 
|of their affairs, and that we should be 
extremely careful not to make the law so 
| onerous and so oppressive as to prevent the 
| very best class of our business men engag- 
ing in the operations of these companies. 
Great, undoubtedly, as are some of 
| the evils existing under the present 
‘law, I can conceive no greater evil 
|in connection with this matter than 
| legislation which would prevent our best 
| business men undertaking a share in the 
| management of these companies, and which 
'would have the effect of throwing the 








oF TRADE (Mr, Rircutz, Croydon): | management into the hands of what | may 

Every one will admit that the question | call professional directors. Another 

raised by this measure is of very great | matter we ought to bear in mind is that 

importance, having regard to the enor- | no legislation which we can undertake is 

mous amount of capital invested in limited | at all likely to prevent mistakes in the 

liability companies, and having regard | management of companies which entails 
| 
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in many cases large losses. We cannot | but it was very carefully considered by a 
hope to prevent imprudence or incompe-| body of very eminent gentlemen, and I 
tence of managers. Neither can we | am not disposed to quarrel with the deci- 
attempt tc prevent errors of judgment. | sion they arrived at. The Bill as intro- 
Another thing I think it will be impossible | duced is practically the Bill which was 
for us to do by any legislation we can | framed by the Select Committee of the 
pass is to protect investors from their | House of Commons. In fact, it is iden- 
own folly and carelessness. I think we | tical with that Bill with one single ex- 
are bound to endeavour so toamend thelaw | ception, to which I will presently refer. 
as to insure the fullest information being I shall not trouble the House with all 
given to allthose who desire to take part | the details of the measure, but I shall 
in companies or invest their capital, but | endeavour briefly to point out some of 
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to attempt to prevent them being foolish 
in the investment of their capital is to 


attempt something it would be im-| 


possible to accomplish. On the other 


hand, there is no doubt that the law | 


ought, as far as possible, to provide safe- 
guards to protect the public against mis- 


leading or fraudulent devices or the | 
fraudulent use of existing legal ma- 
chinery. In orcer that this matter should | 


be fully and carefully inquired into, the 


right hon. Member for South Aberdeen, | 


when he was at the Board of Trade in 
1894, appointed a strong Departmental 
Committee to consider this question. 
There was in the chair one of the ablest 
lawyers, who understood, perhaps, as 
much about commercial matters as any 


living lawyer, Lord Davey, two of Her | 
Majesty’s judges, and two or three repre-_ 


sentatives of the professional and mercan- 
tile classes. 


in the House of Lords, and no one can 
dispute that the Bill received careful and, 
indeed, prolonged investigation _ else- 
where. But it was a matter which required 


careful investigation, and having regard | 
| We therefore provide that the minimum 
subscription shall be stated in the pro- 


to the other engagements of the dis- 
tinguished legal authorities who were on 
that Committee it is not surprising the 
investigation of the 
spread over a considerable portion of 
time. The investigation in the House of 


The Committee framed a 
Bill, and that Bill was introduced in 1896 | 


Committee was | 


| the salient points of the Bill now before 
|the House. The Bill provides, among 
other things, against the evil of directors 
}acting without qualification or taking 
gifts of paid-up shares. Many scanda- 
lous cases have arisen in connection with 
matters of this kind. It is quite clear 
that if directors undertake the responsi- 
bility of managing these businesses they 
| ought to be properly qualified, and their 
| qualification ought to be secured in 
the ordinary way, and certainly ought 
/not to be bestowed upon them by the 
promoters of the company or by 
anyone interested in the flotation. 
Another evil against which the Bill 
provides is bogus or fictitious subscrip- 
tions. It is very often the case that a 
company proceeds to allotment when only 
a most insignificant portion of the capital 
has been bona fide subscribed. with the 
inevitable consequence that in the course 
of time—sometimes a longer, sometimes 
a shorter period—the company goes into 
liquidation. We think the public in sub- 
scribing ought to be distinctly informed 


'what is the minimum subscription on 


which the directors will go to allotment. 


spectus, and that three-fourths of the total 
amount due on application and allotment 
shall be paid up before the company 


/commences business, and paid up bona 





Lords occupied the sessions of 1896, 1897, | fide by those who have subscribed. 
1898, and 1899, and the result of the| We thus secure that the company 
consideration of the Committee was an starts with an adequate capital, or, 
amending Bill which is practically |at least, that those who subscribe 
the Bill which is now before the, know the capital with which it starts 
House. It is a Bill in many respects | business. We further propose to provide 
very different from the Bill originally | in the Bill that a Return of the allotment 
proposed. It was considered that the Bill | shall be made to the Registrar within 
as originally proposed by the Committee | seven days, so that all those who are 
which was appointed in 1894 was in many | interested may have an opportunity of 
respects much too drastic in its charac- | seeing who their co-partners are. There 
ter, and it was considerably modified. | is another scandal which has presented 
I do not mean to say I should not be glad | itself to the eyes of the public on many 


to see a little less modification in the Bill, | occasions in connection with companies 
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—namely, secret payments to hqeyd bees alteration of the law, but I cannot 
and promoters. That, I think, is/say that I think they are in their proper 
one of the greatest evils in  con-| place in a Bill for amending the Com- 
nection with the existing law with | panies Acts. If those matters are to be 
which we have to deal. To prevent evils | dealt with it would be much better that 
of that nature we provide that a state-| they should be dealt with by a separate 
ment shall be necessary in the pro- | Bill, rather than in the measure now before 
spectus of the amounts payable to the | the House. However, it will be for 
vendor or promoter, and the considera-|the Committee when they come 
tion therefor. We do not consider it | to consider these provisions to decide 
desirable in every case to prevent—in | whether they should be proceeded with, 
mere od ae, ae an Or | ob yng rise spre ey out 
made, but we think that those who sub-| and relegated to some other Bill at some 
scribe ought to have fully set out in the | other time. There is another provision 
prospectus the amount which has been | which’ was not in the original Bill, and 
paid to both the vendors and the pro- | which, I think, is open to very serious 
come go> elo the money sash — | ra sors ae a em are gives 
aid for. ere is a practice prevalent ot | a preference to a certain class of creditors 
td is called ialbvedtiting i That | nh sire within three monithe prior to the 
is a practice which is not objectionable in| winding-up of the company. That is an 
itself so long as the public who are asked | entirely new departure. I have no doubt 
to take shares in the company know what | the noble Lord who proposed this clause 
is to be paid for underwriting, and the jin the House of Lords had very good 
ee me of ge ses oe have been | aoa or thought on re ee — 
underwritten. We consider this matter to | such a provision in the Bill; but having 
be one of such importance that precautions | regard to the very serious alteration of 
have been taken in the Bill to prevent the law which is made by that provision, 
this provision being set aside by any |I am quite unable to ask the House to 
waiver or agreement. Another evil which | retain the clause. It will be a very 
at present exists is that when it comes to | serious infringement of thi rights of 
the winding up of some companies it is | debenture holders, and I should imagine 
found that the whole of the available| the House will not care to entertain it. 
assets of the company are mortgaged, and | There is one provision which we have 
there is nothing at all to divide! omitted from the Bill as it originally 





amongst the unhappy creditors. The | 
only remedy which can be applied to this 
particular evil is to take care that publi- 
city is given to any mortgages which | 
exist. It is therefore provided that any | 
mortgages shall be registered with the | 
Registrar of Joint Stock Companies and | 
be open to public inspection, and that any | 
mortgages not so registered shall be in- | 
valid. There are several other pro-| 
visions of considerable importance and 
great value with which I will not trouble | 
the House, but with which no doubt the 
House is familiar. There are some pro- 
visions in this Bill which were not in the 
original Bill, some of which have given | 
rise to considerable discussion and much 
opposition. There are the clauses dealing 
with the sale of drugs and the carrying on 
of a medical practice by a company. I 
am bound to say that I do not think 
those provisions are really very germane 
to the present Bill. I have no doubt 





that in themselves the provisions, or 


stood to which I should like to refer, as 
it is the object of an Amendment to the 
Second Reading standing in the name of 
an hon. Member opposite. Even though 


'the hon. Gentleman objects to the omis- 


sion, he would hardly be justified in 
moving the rejection of the Bill. What 
is the history of the omission of that 
clause ? The clause to which I refer is 
that repealing the twenty-fifth clause of 
the Companies Act, which sets out that all 
shares which are not paid for in cash, and 
for which other consideration is given, 
should be registered, the result of non- 
registration being that the holder of the 
shares is liable to pay up in cash, although 
he has already paid for them in some 
other form. This was justifiably held to 
be a rather serious provision. But an 
Act was passed two or three years ago by 
my right hon. friend, who was then Sir 
John Lubbock, which provided that in 
the case where registration had not taken 
place an innocent holder could appeal to 


something analogous to them, with re-| the Court, which could relieve him of the 


gard to these matters would be a bene- | difficulties in which he was placed by the ° 


Mr. Ritchie. 
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non-registration, and order registration to 
take place. That, in the opinion ef my 
right hon. friend, who was then chairman 
of the Associated Chambers of Commerce, 
amply met the circumstances of the case. 
The hon. Gentleman opposite is not con- 
tent with that, but desires to’ repeal 
Clause 25 altogether, and to do away 
with all registration of shares which are 
paid for otherwise than by cash. I do 
not think that would be a right thing to 
do. In the first place, I think it is per- 
fectly right that persons should be able 
to make themselves acquainted with the 
fact whether the shares were paid for in 
cash or by some other consideration, and 
I hope the House will support me in re- 
sisting such an Amendment as that to be 
proposed by the hon. Gentleman opposite. 
As I have said, there are some things 
omitted from this Bill which I myself 


and many other persons would like to have | 


seen included, but the Bill does not pro- 
fess to deal with all abuses. I believe this 
measure to be an honest attempt to find 
a remedy, and a sufficient remedy, for 
some of the most flagrant imperfections in 
the present law, and as such I beg to 
commend it to the favourable considera- 
tion of the House. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. Ritchie.) 


*Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : The 
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proper that such shares should be 
registered, and if the right hon. Gentle- 
man wishes to increase the penalty 
against directors who do not register 
them, for my part I should be very 
pleased. But what we do find fault. 
with is that, owing to the working of 
this clause, innocent parties are punished 
and not the guilty. I may buy shares in 
a company at the full price or at a 
premium, and if this company goes into. 
liquidation I may find myself mulcted in 
a sum far greater than the value of those 
shares, and that seems to me to be a very 
hard case. The method of procedure 
provided by Lord Avebury’s Act is com- 
plicated and expensive, and will probably 
| involve the consulting of a lawyer. That. 
| is very hard indeed upon innocent people 
|'who may be in no way to blame for 
| having got into trouble. I hope that 
some Amendment will be submitted 
|which in no way interferes with the 
| registration of shares. 





Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : The right. 
hon. Gentleman, in introducing this Bill, 
has traced its history and commended it 
to the House in such moderate and con- 
| ciliatory language that I have no wish to. 
import political controversy into the dis- 
cussion. There is an admission on both 
sides of the House that some reform of 
the law is needed. For that reason we 
| may dispose of any apprehension that 

political controversy will arise over this 





right hon. Gentleman has alluded to the | measure, and we may address ourselves to 
Amendment which stands in my name, | the consideretion of the question as to 
and he has rightly divined my intention, | how far the Bill is likely to remove the 
for I do not propose to move that Amend- | evils, the existence of which we all admit. 
ment. The hon. Gentleman will no doubt | We need not go back further than the 
remember that the Committee referred to | Committee of 1894. That Committee 
this clause in very strong terms indeed, | prepareda Bill, and it will be found in the 
and recommended that nothing short of | appendix to the Report, which contains a 
its repeal would be satisfactory. i think | survey of the whole subject. Since then 
the right hon. Gentleman himself is | the matter has remained in the House of 
under a slight misapprehension as to | Lords. This Bill was thrown on the 
Lord Avebury’s Act, because I observe | House of Lords and tossed to and fro in 
that in introducing this Bill he referred | that assembly, and in that process it has 
to this Act as having been passed suffered a good deal. The right hon. 
subsequent to this Bill coming from | Gentleman himself evidently regrets that 
the House of Lords; but that is/the Bill does not contain more of the 
not so. Notwithstanding this Act, | drastic force which it had when it 


in the opinion of the House of Lords 
the repeal of this clause was considered 
necessary. The right hon. Gentleman 
said that we wished to get rid of the 


‘emerged from the exceptionally strong 
| Committee which originally prepared it. It 
| was exposed in the Lords to two dangers. 
| There were a large number of people who 
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registration of shares which were not | had the ear of the House of Lords who 
fully paid up, but that is not our in-| were very apprehensive that difficulties 
tention at all. It is perfectly right and | would be thrown in the way of direc- 
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tors and promoters of companies ; and | boldly with this matter, although I do not 
there was also that highly critical spirit | fer a single moment deny that, as a 
which is fully developed in lawyers, which | general proposition, it is impossible for 
|us to avoid a great many of the losses 
which will happen. Of course, I am only 
speaking of people with small incomes, 


is very much in its place and extremely 
valuable in the House of Lords when sit- 
ting as a judicial tribunal, but which 


diminishes its reforming force when it | 


comes to deal with practical evils. 
one who reads the very interesting Reports 
of the House of Lords Committee will 


perceive how that legal critical spirit was | 


brought to bear in this matter, and how 


Any- | 


anxious they were to remove everything | 


which might lead to any difficulty or 
difference. 
ought to have been qualified to a greater 
extent than it was by a sense of the 
dangers and evils which the existing law 


causes, and a disposition to try experi- | 
| Judges, several solicitors experienced in 
| all matters relating to common law, and 


ments a little more boldly in order to 
remove those evils. The public all the 
time are suffering, and, as was said by 
the right hon. Gentleman, we cannot 
uridertake to prevent companies making 
mistakes or give complete protection to 
investors ; but still we must endeavour to 
remove, as far as we can, those devices by 
which investors are deceived, and we must 
remember that there will always be a 
large number of persons who are proper 
objects for the sympathy of this House 


It seems to me that that | 


who are the legitimate objects of our 
protection. 4 propos of that, I should 
like to say that the Bill as it is drawn 
seems to me torepresent the minimum of 
what ought to be put forward for legisla- 
tion. If hon. Members will look at the 
teport of the Committee they will see 
that it scrutinises very carefully all the 
objections that might be made to more 
drastic remedies, and they will see also 
that it was a Committee of a very con- 
servative nature. That Committee con- 
sisted of three experienced and able 


several mercantile men who were 
eminently representative of the mercantile 
community. From what I have heard 
stated by some hon. Members of the House, 
nearly every plan that has ever been sug- 
gested in the public press or in the House 


| for improving the law was brought before 


and for legislation, because what they are 


endeavouring to do is in itself perfectly 
legitimate, and they are in muy cases 
devoid of legal advice and the means of 
getting it. If everybody who was going 
to invest consulted a trustworthy and 
skilful solicitor or stockbroker there 
would be very little difficulty in the 


thet Committee, and those proposals were 
subjected to the most rigorcus examina- 
tion. Many of them were rejected, and 
nothing was allowed to pass which had 
not run the gauntlet of that Committee, 
and the Report was a unanimous one. 
Therefore, I attach a great deal of im- 


portance to the fact that a Committee, 


composed as this was, arrived at the 
decision that this Bill was necessary. It 
has been said with truth that a very large 


matter, but a great many people have not! part of the capital of this country is em- 
got those aids, and they are liable to be | 
deceived in a way which would not deceive | 


those of us who have some experience. I 
do not say that you can prevent those | 
people being deceived, but you ought to 
remove out of their path the easiest 
means by which they can be deceived. In 
one respect I am not quite sure that this 
evil is not greater at the present time than 
it was some years ago, because the fall in 
the rate of interest has imposed such a 
severe hardship upon many people 
deriving fixed incomes from small sums 
of money invested, that when those invest- 
ments are paid off they are more than 
ever anxious to embark in rash ventures | 
when a comparatively high rate of interest | 
is promised, and the evil is rather greater | 
than it was before. I think that is a | 


barked in these limited liability enter- 
prises. I think it was said somewhere 
lately that the total British capital which 
is embarked in limited liability companies 
is more than double the capital in such 
companies in France or Germany, and 
is greater than the amount embarked 
in both those countries taken together. 
That shows how large a proportion of 
British capital is invested in these con- 
cerns, and how very careful we ought to 
be in dealing with them. But these 
prosperous companies in which this 
capital is invested are not the companies 
which will be affected by this Bill. Those 
are substantial concerns, whose prosperity 
proves that this Bill will not affect them. 
It is also said that we must not be hard 
on honest men, and make it difficult for 


reason for endeavouring'to deal somewhat | them to take up business as directors of 


Mr. Bryce. 
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companies. We must also remember that 
honest men have always had the most 
complete protection in the courts of law. 
I am aware of exceedingly few cases 


Companies 





and I doubt if anvone in this debate will | 


be able to quote more than an extremely 
small number of cases—in which any 
director or promoter of a company who 
has honestly endeavoured to do his duty 
as an honest man has ever suffered at the 
hands of the courts. I believe such cases 
are extremely few. There are cases in 
which a man who is personally honest, 


who goes into a company knowing very | 


little of law or business, and who prac- 
tically sells his name—which is very 
likely a respectable and distinguished one 
—to the company because it will adorn the 


prospectus and give confidence to investors | 
—these persons sometimes suffer for the | 


acts of others who have more knowledge 
and fewer scruples. They embark in 


transactions which often come before the | 


courts, and for which the directors are 
severely handled and are frequently 
obliged to pay for their improper pro- 
ceedings. A man personally honest may 
suffer in that case, but he is not en- 
titled to much sympathy from us. 
Nothing does more harm in connec- 
tion with companies than when a man, 
honest, but ignorant and incompetent, 


gives the sanction of his name to acts | 


which are afterwards condemned by the 
courts. Therefore I do not include such 


a person in the category of honest men | 


whom we must protect. Men who really 


know their business and who desire to | 
give diligence and attention to it have. 


nothing to fear from any legislation 


likely to be passed by this House, because | 


they will be perfectly certain to have the 
protection of the courts. 


is to strengthen the hands of the courts, 


and toextend their powers by stopping | 


up certain loopholes which some decisions 
of the courts have made, and which some 


provisons in previous Acts required the | 


courts to give. The Courts of Equity 
have in the main framed our company 
laws, and taking them all in all they have 
done it with great skill and judgment. 
They have been 
rule by the opinion of the commercial 


community, and they have done a great | 


deal to keep that opinion at a good level; 
and were it not for the action of the 
Courts of Equity we should be in a much 
worse position than we are at present. 


{26 JUNE 1900} Bill. 


I believe, there- | 
fore, that the main thing we have to do| 


supported as a. 
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| But these Courts are embarrassed in two 
ways: in some cases by provisions of the 
| Statute law which do not enable them to 
go as far as they would like in checking 
fraud, and in other cases by certain 
decisions which have been given and 
which it is impossible for the Courts to 
get over. I do not say that these de- 
cisions were necessarily wrong at the 
time they were given, because it could 
not then be seen what use would be made 
of them, but use has been made of them, 
and they have given fraudulent persons 
loopholes of escape. I believe the right 
course for legislation to take in these 
matters is not so much to frame 4 great 
number of small provisions, as to 
strengthen the law in its general principles 
and to encourage the Courts to deal with 
fraud in every form in which they find 
it. You cannot exhaust the particulars 
of fraud. Fraud is infinite, and the 
ingenuity of man will find new méthods 
of evading any Act we may draw. It is 
therefore quite impossible to stop up all 
the loopholes. What we ought to do 
is to entrust the Courts with such 
wide powers and to define fraud so 
clearly and broadly, that wherever it 
may appear it may be dealt with. I 
should therefore be the last person 
to suggest that we should attempt 
to revise the law by going into details 
to meet all cases which have origi- 
nated, in the past. {[t is better 
to lay down principles and to trust to the 
| Courts to carry them out. Of course we 
must also remember that any amendments 
_we may make in the law must be tenta- 

tive and experimental. We cannot reach 
finality in matters of this kind. The most 
we can do is to provide, as far as we can, 
against the provisions we make being 
evaded. New evasions will no doubt 
arise, and in the course of a few years it 
may be necessary to deal with this subject 
again, and still further extend the pro- 
visions of the law. I think, therefore, on 
the whole, that perhaps the best thing we 
can do now in the way of amending the 
Bill is to extend it a little further, and to 
restore some of those broad definitions 
and declarations of the duties and liabili- 
ties of promoters, directors, managers and 
| auditors which were contained in the Bill 
as it came from the Committee in 1894, 
|and which, to a considerable extent, 
| have been left out. I will not trouble 
| the House with a minute examination of 
| the omissions, but I may tell hon. Mem- 
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bers that several important sections con-| because it has been already dealt with, 
tained in the Bill as it came from the | but I associate myself with what has 
Committee, with regard to the duties and | been said on the matter by my hon. friend 


Companies 


liabilities of promoters, the duties and) the Member for Kincardine. 


liabilities connected with the issue of 
a prospectus, the annual balance sheet, 


and the duties of auditors, have all been | 


omitted from the present Bill, and in 
several cases the previous Bill contained 
provisions for imposing fines and declaring 
that such and such an act should be 


a misfeasance which are not in the Bill now | 


proposed. It would be tedious to the House 
to go through the omissions in detail, but 
if any hon. Member will take the trouble 
to compare the present Bill with the Bill 


as it came from the Committee in 1894, | 
he will see that there are several pmissions | 


which tend to weaken the present Bill as 
a whole. I think therefore it would be 


desirable in Committee to consider the | 
desirability of restoring these provisions. | 


With reference to criminal proceedings, 
the Committee of 1894 did not propose to 


deal with the criminal law ; neither does | 


the present Bill except in one clause. If 
I may venture to express an opinion, I 


think the Committee of 1894 was right, | attention. 


and that the Government are right now. | 


I hope 
| when we get into Committee the repeal of 
that section, as recommended by the 
Committee of 1894, will be included in 
the Bill, because the object of the section 
is attained in another part of the Bill, 
and therefore the provisions have become 
superfluous, although, if retained, they 
will be annoying and dangerous to inno- 
cent persons. I think the Government 
_was also well advised in omitting the 
clause giving preference to trade creditors 
in respect of debts incurred within three 
months of the winding up. That could 
| not be supported. There are two other 
| points to which I should like to call 
attention. The first has reference to 
Scotland. As the House knows, the 
winding up provisions of the Act of 1890 
did not apply to Scotland, and as that is 
not regarded as satisfactory I wish to 
| direct the attention of the House and the 
| Lord Advocate to it. There is one other 
| provision which seems to me to merit 
The House will recollect that 

Act of 1890 power is 


under the 


To deal with these matters on a criminal | given in certain cases to the Courts 


basis ought really to be undertaken in a | 
separate enactment. Even thenI am not | 
very sanguine about the effect of it, be- | 
cause where criminal proceedings have | 
been tried Courts and juries have been | 
extremely timorous in applying the crimi- 


nal law, and frequently the attempt to | ticular person. 


to order an examination, but this 
valuable power has been lost by 
a recent decision of the House of Lords 
which declared that an examination could 
only be ordered where the Official 
Receiver alleged fraud against a par- 
That is a very valuable 


apply the criminal law in connection with | power in some respects, and one of the 


| 


a company has failed just because juries | best parts of our winding-up machinery, 


were unwilling to convict. Therefore, I | because it enables the whole history of a 


believe the Government are well-advised | company to be examined into, and may 
in not introducing such a provision into | afford valuable ground for subsequent 





the present Bill. The provisions of the 
Bill which seem to me to deserve the sup- 
port and confidence of the House are 
those with regard to the issue of prospec- 
tuses, the statutory meetings, the qualifi- 
cations of directors, and the information 
to be given as to their position and 
their fees and commissions, if any, 
the provision that no business is to be 
entered upon on insufficient capital, and 
the provision as regards the registration 
of mortgages and charges. There 


| proceedings. This decision of the House 
| of Lords resulted in a very serious loss 
indeed, and we might take the present 
| opportunity to extend the law by pro- 
_ viding that where the Official Receiver 
| reports that he has reason to believe that 
| there has been fraud in the conduct of a 
| company, but may not be able to take the 
| responsibility of reporting fraud against 
| a particular person, the Court should have 
power to order an examination. The 


is| House will notice that a part of the 


absolute unanimity with regard to the | present Bill proposes to deal with the 


registration of mortgages and charges, 
and I think that part of the Bill will 


| winding up, and therefore there is nothing 
| unreasonable in introducing a provision of 


receive universal assent, and will do the | this kind. I hope the law officers or the 


greatest good. 
repeal of Section 25 of the Act of 1867, 


Mr. Bryce. 


I need not return to the | right hon. Gentleman will consider this 


| matter before the Committee stage, be- 
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cause I believe that it is an amendment | points in the Bill which require careful 
which would considerably improve the consideration before being passed into. 
present machinery for winding up com- law. My object in rising is merely to 
panies. Then there is the question of ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
consolidation. It -has been represented he would be good enough to arrange 
in several quarters that the whole of the that this Bill should be taken in Com- 
law relating to companies should be con-| mittee of the whole House. It is a very 
solidated. I have the greatest sympathy important Bill indeed, and it deals with 
with the general idea of consolidating gigantic interests. Hon. Members who 
the law on the subject, but I doubt are more especially interested in it are 
whether the time for consolidation | for the most part men who are engaged 
has yet arrived. Something, however, | all through the day, and would find a 
may depend on the shape in which this Grand Committee inconvenient and un- 
Bill finally passes. If it passes in a desirable. If my right hon. friend can 
satisfactory form there may be occasion see his way to have a Committee of the 
for consolidation, but if it passes as it whole House on the Bill, I believe that 
now is I believe it will create a demand course would meet with the approval of 
on the part of the community for a the House. The criticisms would 
further strengthening of the law. It is practically be of a friendly character, and 
quite clear you cannot proceed to con- | merely intended to improve the Bill. I 
solidate the law until you have got it | believe in the long run that course would 
into a tolerably satisfactory state ; there- save time and conduce to the passing ofi 
fore I doubt whether the time for consoli- | the Bill. 
dation has yet arrived. Although no 
doubt consolidation would make it easier! Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) = 
to administer the law and would remove | As a member of the Board of Trade De- 
a great many evils, still there would be | partmental Committee, to which the 
no good in trying to accomplish it until right hon. Gentleman opposite has re- 
the law is in a shape which would be ferred, I should like to say a few words.. 
regarded with satisfaction. Although I I can assure the right hon. Gentleman 
must again express my opinion that this | that he has not exaggerated the character 
Bill is not quite strong enough, and that of the discussions in the Committee, andi 
it would be better if it were in the form for my own part I shall never forget the 
in which it came from the Committee, destructive and constructive abilities of 
and that some of the provisions in the two of its members. The need for re- 
original Bill should be restored, still Ido forming the law is shown by what has 
not for a moment suggest that we ought taken place at the last annual meeting 
not to take it as an instalment of reform. | of the Association of Chambers of Com- 
I believe especially as regards the regis- merce. No less than six chambers of 
tration of mortgages and charges, the commerce proposed resolutions on thissub- 
position of directors, and the provisions | ject, and they were carriéd unanimously. 
with regard to commissions, the Bill will | in fact one does not speak too widely 
be a substantial improvement on the when one states that this legislation is 
present law, and in the hope that it | the most important commercial measure 
will be improved and _ considerably proposed in this Parliament, and I hope: 
strengthened in Committee I should be | it will be carried into law. The scandals 
sorry that the chance should be lost of | in connection with companies are impor- 
improving the law. I therefore venture | tant in themselves, but they have even a 
to hope that there will be no disposition in | very more important effect, namely, 
any part of the House to oppose the Bill, | their destructive effect on trade and com- 
and I wish the right hon. Gentleman all merce. They have been the means of 
success in passing it. | destroying the investment of capital, and 
creating distrust, which is most disadvan- 
Mr. HOARE (Hampstead): The | tageous to commercial enterprises. Then 
principle of the Bill is one which we all | we have also to regard the manner, which 
must accept. There are, however, | almost amounts to a public scandal, in 
several provisions in the measure which | which people, especially those who have 
we ought to accept with a certain | scanty means of information and guid- 
amount of caution. There are exceptions ance, have been plundered by means of 
to every rule, and there are a great many | company arrangements of the very worst 
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kind. The evidence before the Com- 
mittee in 
most startling evils. We all admit that 
there is great difficulty in providing a 
remedy. I think the law ought to impose 


Companies 


as many impediments as it possibly can | 


against fraudulent acts, whether in con- 


nection with companies or otherwise, so | 


as to prevent them to the utmost possible 


extent. I think this Bill is a move in 
the right direction. The necessity 
of caution has been referred to; 


and when we remember that some 1,500 
millions are invested in these companies, 
the safeguarding of these enterprises is 
one reason for the exercise of great 
caution. If we take steps ruinous to 
these enterprises it may be impossible 
to retrieve them. It was shown con- 
clusively in the Committee, by evidence 
from abroad, that the condition of the 
law in this country, and the facilities 
which it gave for investment, have been 
the means of attracting to this country 
many hundred millions of capital which 
otherwise would have been invested else- 
where. 
facilities. Joint stock companies have 
many advantages. They are an outlet 
for capital, and they give strength to 
capital by association, but there is one 
point in which they have been an especial 
advantage to the whole body of the 
people, and that is they have given 
an opportunity for investment in 
trade to the non-commercial classes. 
There is, however, nothing more absurd 
than the misconception that because a 
man puts capital into a concern, but 
devotes no time and no thought to it, he 
should expect as large a return as a man 


who devotes not only capital but time | 


and personal ability to his business. 
Joint stock companies have also another 
advantage, and that is the opportunity 


they afford to small investors to invest | 


capital. They have also the further 
advantage of enabling an employer to 
give an interest in his business to his 
employees who have helped him to build 
it up. With regard to what has been said 
as to the care which should be exercised in 
dealing with company directors, I think 
it should be borne in mind that the 
principle which ought to be adopted 
in this kind of legislation is one 
of discrimination and not one of universal 
incrimination. I think we should remem- 
ber that, whatever may be the evils in the 
administration of companies, the great 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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{majority of them are both honest and 
prosperous. The same may be said of 
| directors. Whatever want of care may 
have been shown in some instances, or the 
| recklessness or even the dishonesty of 
directors, the vast majority of them are 
both honest and laborious. I venture to 
go further, and say that even promoters 
‘in many instances may be perfectly 
| honest and capable. The great point is 
not to deter the most capable men from 
'taking part in company administration. 
I believe *a thoroughly good business 
‘board to be the greatest security of the 


investor. Upon this point I should 
like to state what a great foreign 


jurist said on the question of imposing 
penalties for directors. He said that in 
the business world it was known that the 
imposition of penalties did not stop in any 
great degree persons who were determined 
to make their fortune by robbing their 
neighbours of their earnings, whereas it 
would keep out honourable men who were 
afraid of finding themselves committing 
an error without knowing it. That is the 
principle on which we should as far as 
possible act. I agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite that there are some 
omissions in the Bill, as compared with the 
draft Bill as prepared by the Committee, 
which might perhaps be restored, espe- 
cially the provisions relating to the 
financial obligations of a company, the 
obligation to keep certain specific accounts 
and to have a proper audit, and also some 
definition of what a _ proper audit 
ought to be. I think the Bill ac- 
‘complishes much by requiring in the 
prospectus an exact record of the status 
of the company and its directors, 
Another point upon which the Bill is to 
be approved is that it strikes at the great 
evil of over-capitalisation. At present we 
have a long chain of vendors, and at the 
end of the chain the immediate vendor to 
| the company, who fixes the price—that 
| is after a large number of intermediate 
| profits have been made. I am glad that 
| those profits are to be disclosed, so that 
| an investor may be able to use his own 
| judgment. Another great improvement 
|is the way in which the Bill strikes at 
|improvident allotment. I have known 
| many cases in which a vendor, by means 
of subsidised directors, has insisted on 
allotment when it was most improvident 
from a business point of view ; and there- 
fore the provision in this Bill dealing 
with that matter is a great improvement. 
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House will agree that it would be im- 
possible to have double registration in this 
matter. One reference was made of a 
practical character to what may be 
termed bogus allotments, that is to say, 
allotments to nominees and vendors in 
order to secure completion of the con- 
tract by the company going to allotment. 
A very interesting specimen of what may 
be done in company making is shown in 
the case of a company registered in 
1891, the capital of which was 9,600,000 
shares of one farthing each; the 
total subscribed capital was 1?d. With- 
out saying that that is typical, there 
are a great many companies which have 
commenced on very similar terms. The 
great want of the present law is the want 
of the opportunity of combination between 
the shareholders in the earlier stages. 
They are scattered, and do not meet until 
the statutory meeting, and when they 
have been defrauded they are not able to 
take combined action. I think this Bill 
is an improvement in this respect, that in 
future the statutory meeting must be 
called’ within one month, and the accounts 
must be on the table. I would further 
suggest that they should be open for in- 
spection for some days afterwards. I[ 
think there you have great security for 
the combined action of shareholders in 
any fraud which may take place. Some 
remarks have been made about deben- 
tures, but Ido not think the House yet 
realises the importance of this point. A 
man owning a decaying business turns it 
into a company, and the company issues 
to him debentures, and he becomes his 
own secured creditor from that moment. 
Not only are his creditors out in the cold, 
but the shareholders also, because he 
practically holds all the assets. In future 
both mortgages and debentures will have 
to be registered at the office of the 
Registrar of Joint Stock Companies, 
and then anyone who thinks of be- 
coming a shareholder or _ proposes 
to give credit will have the means 


of knowing exactly what the finan- 
cial position of the company is with 


regard to the preliminary expenses. 
I think the company should undertake to 
pay them. Now, a general assertion has 
been made that underwriting is illegal 
I do not say it is 


not legal, because from time to time we | 
have had expressions of opinion with 
regard to it, but there is nothing immoral | 
init. It is a necessary commercial element 
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in the formation of a company, but a 
check would be placed against dissipation 
of capital by underwriting without in- 
formation being given. There are some 
clauses which go some way to secure honest 
administration, and Clause 30 does not 
appear to me to be at all too drastic, pro- 
viding as it does that a wilful mis- 
statement should render a director liable 
to conviction of a misdemeanour. I 
must also refer to the absence of some 
official provision such as the Committee 
proposed, as to the question of audit, 
and some definition of the duties of 
auditors: I think the clauses which we 
inserted in Committee, after full considera- 
tion as to what the effect of their introduc- 
tion might be, might have been retained, 
and I still hope that they will be inserted 
in the measure. Impress on every 
director his obligation to use reasonable 
care and prudence in the exercise of his 
powers, and give a right of action to the 
shareholders in the event of a director 
departing from that great commercial 
principle. I think it would be a 
wholesome check to directors if they 
knew that they would have to devote 
all their time to their duties, and that if 
they did not they were under some lia- 
bility to the shareholders. In conclusion 
I have only to say I most respectfully 
differ from the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Trade in what 
he said with reference to the consolidation 
of the Company Acts. Consolidation is 
almost a necessary preliminary to amend- 
ment, and in many instances the House 
has acted on that principle. The 
Bankruptcy Act is one instance, and the 
Merchant Shipping Act is another. In 
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both those cases the Government 
complained of Amendments delaying 
consolidation. We have alread}; rty 


statutes dealing with company law, aad 
I cannot help thinking that probably, 
among the difficulties which directors 
have to meet, not the least is that of not 
knowing what the law is, and not being 
able to find out exactly what is the position 
of the law in regard to this matter. In 
this country we urgently need consolida- 
We are outstripped by other 
countries who have consolidated their 
laws, with great advantage to themselves. 


‘The need of this Bill has been demon- 


strated ; it carries out a principle that the 
whole House will be ready to accept. It 
may not protect completely those who 
rush to be rich, but if they take more 
care in their own interests the Bill will 
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give them full opportunity of knowing 
what they may expect, their rights and 
their obligations as shareholders and 
directors, and it will, I hope, be the 
means of improving commercial morality 
and advancing the trade of the country. 
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the company the advantage and use of 
their names. A portion is expended 
among the press, and a portion is used in 
paying for the placing of shares. That 
promotion account shows that £30,000 is. 
divided as to one-half—or a large portion 
of one-half—in illegitimate expenditure, 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8): | and the rest is net profit in the hands of 


I trust the House will not yield to the! the promoters. 


That is a scandal which 


suggestion that some method of consoli-! was exposed in a very recent case. Now, 
dation should precede the passing of this | I have scrutinised this Bill to aseertain 


amendment of the law. The right hon. 
Gentleman who introduced the Bill has 
pointed out that it is impossible to deal 
with so large a subject except by instal- 
ments ; and that this measure is nothing 
more than an instalment in the settlement 
of a number of difficulties that must arise 
in the administration of so large a branch 
of the law. I do not propose to waste 
the time of the House in praising the 
merits of the Bill, but I wish for a brief 
space to point out some omissions which 
have been made from it. It may be that 
these omissions are inevitable—no law is 
ideal and perfect. It is possible that 
some of the scandals which of late years 
have shocked the commercial world are 
beyond the reach of the law. 
measure, as I read it, would leave many 
of these scandals entirely uncorrected. 
Promotion, where it is undertaken on be- 
half of a company, will no doubt be ex- 
posed by the operation of one clause of 
the Bill. But modern company promo- 
tion is undertaken by the vendor, and 
the moneys expended by the vendor in 
promotion are expended out of the moneys 
received by him as the price of the pro- 
perty or business he sells. I doubt 
whether this Bill will ensure publicity 
being given either to the amount ex- 
pended in that fashion or the mede in 
which the expenditure takes place. Let 
me give to the House a concrete case. A 
small business is boughtfor a few thousand 
pounds, which it is proposed by the 
promoter to sell to a company for 
£45,000. There is a margin of £30,000 
of profit. The promoter of the company 
has purchased the business and paid for 
it, and therefore he is not struck at by 
the clause which attacks the vendor in 
this Bill. Having purchased the business 
and paid for it, it would be impossible for 
him to obtain from an individual pur- 
chaser anything like a corresponding 
profit to that which would be given by a 
company. How is that profit divided 1 


Half of it is distributed in payments to. 


directors who join the board and give to 
Sir Albert Rollit. 


This | 


whether any of its provisions would 
operate to prevent any repetition cf such 
a disgraceful state of things. Of course, 
where the promotion is undertaken by 
some other person than the vendor, the 
Bill gives protection by publicity 
to the account, but where the 
promotion is done by the vendor, there is 
no means by this measure of ensuring 
that the shareholders and the world will 
know exactly what the profit is, and how 
it has been expended. I will try and 
suggest to the right hon. Gentleman in 
Committee some mode in which this 
matter can be reached, but I think he will 
agree with me that in its present state 
transactions of the nature to which I have 
referred will not be interfered with by 
the Bill. Another omission from the Bill 
is that it assumes that every company is 
formed by means of a prospectus or of 
some preliminary statement; and that 
adequate notice is given to the share- 
holders by providing that certain infor- 
mation shall appear either in that pro- 
spectus or preliminary or initial state- 
ment. That assumption is falsified in 
many cases in which we get a company 
formed without prospectus or preliminary 
circular. It is. inadequate to deal with 
eases where the capital is subscribed, 
not on the faith of the prospectus or 
preliminary statement, but on the faith 
of the names in the prospectus, in which 
ease the prospectus is not read. This 
Bill is inadequate to deal with such a case, 
ana also to deal with other cases of that 
kind. For instance, it is also inadequate 
to deal with a case where, although 


there are statements in the  pro- 
spectus, there are other _ state- 
ments in the prospectus or in the 


articles of association which compel every 
shareholder to waive: the rights which he 
may by law be entitled to enforce against 
the person who is responsible for the 
misrepresentation on which he relied. 
It is perfectly well known to Members of 
of the House that many companies’ are 
originated. in the: neighbourhood of the: 
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Stock Exchange without either prospectus 
or preliminary statement, particularly in 
gold speculation, and that a market is 
created by: the operation of certain 
interested persons, and the mere fact 
that shares are being dealt in daily in- 
duces the public to come in and deal with 
these shares. In all companies of that 
class the provision of the Bill ensuring 
that certain information should be given 
in the prospectus ceases to have any 
operation. In regard to ‘waiving, I 
recently saw a case in which it was stipu- 
lated in the articles of association that 
the directors of a company might make 
secret profits to any extent, and that the 
shareholders should not be entitled to en- 
force the law against these directors in 
respect of any profits that they had made. 
I wonder how many of the shareholders 
of that company ever read the articles of 
association which imposed that most 
serious restriction upon their legal rights. 
I suggest to the right hon. Gentleman 
that he may reconsider some of the 
provisions of the Bill. First of all, so 
as to deal with the case of certain com- 
panies which come into existence without 
a prospectus, or if with a prospectus with 
statements qualifying the provisions in 
regard to the waiver of shareholders’ 
rights, and also dealing with those cases 
in which reliance is placed less on the 
language of the prospectus than on the 
names of the directors, who often allow 
the use of their names to the company 
promoters. There are other topics on 
which I might dilate. The first is in re- 
ference to the one-man company to which 
the hon. Member for South Islington has 
referred, A very useful decision of the 
Court of Appeal was recently reversed by 
the House of Lords, with reference to the 
legal obligation attaching to the proprie- 
tor of a company of that kind; and I 
should suggest to the right hon. Gentle- 
man the introduction of a clause reviving 
the right.of the creditors to have recourse 
against the person who has, in point of 
fact, the whole of the company’s property 
secured by debentures and receives the 
whole of the profits made by the business. 
Then there is one other casus omissus, and 
that is the failure to deal with the very 
Serious condition of things which has 
arisen in connection with founders’ shares. 
The ordinary shareholders and the 
public ought to know, in plain terms, 
on the face of the prospectus, 
what are the rights of the holders 
very novel and anomalous 


Companies 
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interest in connection with a company. 
One case recently made public showed 
that the holders of founders’ shares con- 
trolled the directors and the whole com- 
pany’s business, with the result that all 
the profits made by the company over 6 
per cent. went into the pockets of the 
holders of the founders’ shares, though 
that profit was obtained at the risk of the 
ordinary shareholders of the company. 
In other words, the holders of the 
founders’ shares were in a position to 
utilise the whole of the company’s machi- 
nery for the purpose of filling their 
pockets with the profits, and to cast the 
whole liability for losses on the ordinary 
shareholders. Now, that position was 
only to be ascertained after a most careful 
inspection and scrutiny of the articles 
of association, which being ascertained 
would have barred any general subser ip- 
tion. And yet that company was floated 
under the authority of a well-known man. 
I would suggest to the right hon. Gentle- 
man to insert a provision in this Bill that, 
where there are founders’ shares the 
full rights of the holders of these 
founders’ shares in reference to the com- 
pany’s assets shall appear in the pro- 
spectus, so that a very important element 
of that kind might not be lost sight of by 
the public who are invited to subscribe 
their money. I congratulate the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Trade on having introduced this 
Bill, which, I cannot help thinking, is one 
of the most important commercial 
measures introduced in this Parliament. I 
trust it will be discussed in Committee of 
the whole House, and that in the end we 
shall have a very valuable and important 
addition to our commercial law. 


Mr. MARTIN (Worcestershire, Droit- 
wich) said he hoped that the Committee 
stage of the Bill would be taken in the 
whole House. No doubt many of the 
provisions of the Bill were fairly satisfac- 
tory, but they could not all be accepted 
without reservation, and it was necessary 
that every clause should have the fullest 
consideration. For instance, the provi- 
sion in regard to the qualification of 
directors might exclude men, such as 
foremen in works owned by a small com- 
pany, who would make most valuable 
directors if a qualification were given to 
them. Then he would point out that a 
return in reference to members of a new 
company was to be made within seven 
days ; but he was informed by a secretary 
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to a company that that would be almost, | points to which the remedial clauses of 
if not quite, impossible, and that it would | the Bill are directed. First, he mentioned 
take six weeks or more before such a/| the case of disclosing to the public the 
return could be made. The provisions as| amount which a director pays for his. 
to dealing with vendors as promoters | shares as a qualification, and the necessity 
would require to be very carefully con-| that these shares should be paid for by 
sidered. It was perfectly true that the him in cash. Now, I venture to suggest 
vendor was now generally the promoter, | to the right hon. Gentleman that the 
but it was perfectly impossible to des-| remedy which he proposes is purely 
criminate between the two in the Bill as; chimerical. What he aims at is the 
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it was drawn. In regard to the ques- 
tion as to the publicity of mortgages, 
that was a step in the right 
direction; but even there the clause 
might work great hardship. It was the 
custom “for a company which had large 
sums of money coming in at certain 
seasons of the year to borrow money 
from their bankers on the security of 
their uncalled capital for a period of six 
weeks or two months, until that money 
came in. The clause in the Bill might 
prevent them doing this, because the 
publicity given to the transaction might 
injure the position of the company. If that 
danger could be avoided the clause other- 
wise would be satisfactory. The House 
ought to remember that one of the 
objects of the Limited Liability Acts was 
to enable people to lose their money, 
if he might say so. What was 
wanted was to give facilities not for 
speculation, but for enterprises which 
were attended with a certain amount of 
risk, and if the House were fully conscious 
of that, the necessity would be scen of 
giving encouragement to businesses with 
a certain amount of risk but which could 
not be called wild speculation. He 
offered the right hon. Gentleman the 
assurance that this Bill was regarded with 
a great deal of satisfaction by a great 
many men engaged in business. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.): I think the full discussion upon 
this measure will be much more properly 
taken in Committee than at this stage. 
At the same time, there are one or two 
topics in the Bill which I will venture to 
discuss, though in no hostile spirit. The 
right hon. Gentleman may be well 
gratified with the reception which the 
Bill has received from all parts of the 
House. This Bill, I think, is a well- 
intentioned effort to meet a very un- 
pleasant state of things, though I believe 
the acuteness of the position has been 
somewhat exaggerated. The right hon. 
Gentleman has enumerated the main 


Mr. Martin 


‘destruction of the guinea-pig director. 
| Now, the guinea-pig director is a 
| person who receives fees amounting to, 
/say, £200 per annum, and he will be 
required, under the clause, to find some 
qualification of probably not more than 
| £200. Toinsist that. he shall find that 
| £200 out of his: own. pocket, and to think 
‘that by so. insisting you are going to get 
rid of the guinea-pig director, is a pure 
delusion. It is perfectly evident that if 
he has not got the money himself he will 
obtain it by some elusive method from. 
' some one of the promoters, or will pro- 
vide himself with £200 from outside, in 
order to secure an annual remuneration 
of £200. You will not by this provision 
in the slightest degree militate against 
the guinea-pig director. I do not know 
any means by which you will be able to 
prevent that class of persons serving on a 
Board of Directors except by compelling 
all directors to hold a substantial and 
proportionate amount of the capital of 
ithe company. Of course, few do that, and 
you will find great difficulty in obtaining 
‘directors of companies. You would also. 
lose the services of very useful men. I 
| would urge another objection. There are: 
/numerous instances in which a person is 
‘connected with a family business or a 
| firm, where the qualification of director is 
| not £200, but much heavier. It may be 
‘desirable that he should serve on 
‘the Board, but he probably cannot, 
lor may not find it convenient to 
find the large qualification necessary, but 
| the firm or family business with which he 
| is associated find the money for that pur- 
| pose, and the man might be made a most 
‘useful director. -I know from my own 
| experience that by the clause as it stands, 
he would be prevented being appointed,. 
| because of the necessity imposed on him 
of having the qualification in his own 
right. There is.one other point to which 
| I desire to call attention. There was an 
excellent provision in the Bill, in spite of 
what was being said against it, to give a 


| priority to trade creditors. 1 cannot 





164 


3 of 
ned. 
the 
his. 
sity 
by 
est 
the: 


ely 
the: 


ut 


ur- 
ost 
wn 


»d,. 
im 
mn 
ch 
an 


of 





1165 Companies 


help thinking that in abandoning that | 


provision, the right hon. Gentleman has 
struck at the root of the Bill. For 
example, here is a company formed 


with a capital of £50,000, £25,000. 


as debentures, and £25,000 as shares. 
The real value of the property is 
only £25,000, the £25,000 of share 
capital being a pure figment. 
pany commences its operations and runs 
into £20,000 of debt. The creditors 
observe that the company has a capital of 
£50,000, and they trust it. The com- 
pany comes to grief, and the mortgagees 
are very likely able to appropriate every 
scrap of the property, to the exclusion of 


those creditors who have trusted it on the | 


faith of the capital of £50,000. I know that 
objection to the right hon. Gentleman’s 
original provision was taken by influential 
business men, but I think that in the in- 
terests of the commercial community at 
large, it would be wise for him to recon- 
sider the position he has now taken up. 
I do not like to differ from my hon. and 
learned friend, but I cannot help thinking 
that the provisions of Clause 12 meet the 
point that he raised that the profits made 
by the immediate vendor to the company 
are not disclosed. I cannot help think- 
ing that sub-section (f), associated as it is 
with sub-section (j), does compel the 
vendor to the company, or the company 
on its own part, to disclose to the public 
not only the amount paid to the imme- 
diate vendor but the amount paid by him 
to the vendor from whom he purchased. 
Ido not at this time wish to engage the 
attention of the House further, but I think 
it would be desirable if the right hon. 
Gentleman would consider these two 
points. 


*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I do not wish to detain 


the House long, particularly after the 


very long, not to say exhaustive, debate 
which has taken place on the subject. 
My principal object in rising is to give 
expression to the views of the Liverpool 
Chamber of Commerce and the Liverpool 
Law Society with respect to the Bill. I 
can in the first place join in the almost 


unanimous expressions of welcome on the , 


part of the House with respect to the Bill. 
I think we all feel that this Bill is greatly 
wanted. Public opinion is quite ripe for 
a reform of company law, and I think 
the provisions of the scheme which 


the Government have been so long) 
preparing will in a large measure meet 
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the requirements of the case. It cannot 
be denied that the operation of the system 
of limited liability has been of enormous. 
advantage to the country, as has been 
pointed out in the course of the debate. 
It is a system well suited for those great 
undertakings by which the commerce of 
this country is to a large extent con- 
ducted. It has afforded opportunities for 
the investment of capital which would 
otherwise have remained idle and unpro- 
fitable, but at the same time the system 
of limited liability has been greatly 
abused. Opportunities have been taken 
by unprincipled men to bring before the 
public bogus companies, and there is a 
strong feeling that something ought to: 
be done to stop these abuses. Reference. 
was made by my right hon. friend the 
President of the Board of Trade to the 
losses arising to this country from the 
insolvency of limited companies. I think 
he said that the losses were, compara- 
tively speaking, small compared to the 
enormous amount of capital invested in 
public companies. That may be true, 
still I think we must all admit that it has 
been very great and very serious. In 
illustration of this I would refer to the 
motion which I myself moved, and 
which the House granted, on the 
subject of loss by companies in 
1896. A return of companies wound 
up in 1896 was issued by the House 
of Commons in August, 1899. It 
shows that the number of companies 
wound up in that year was 1,261. In 
connection with 334 of these there was. 
no probable loss, while with respect to 
252 no returns had been obtained. With 
regard to the remaining 675 companies 
the loss to the shareholders amounted to 
£13,227,225, and to creditors £1,978, 136, 
making a total of £15,205,411. If, as 
regards the 252 companies wound up, and 
of which no returns had been obtained, 
we estimate the loss in proportion to the 
loss in connection with the 675, we get a 
sum of £5,846,000, and thus we arrive 
at a sum total loss to creditors and share- 
holders of £21,051,411. Of course, tie 
task of discriminating between the use 
and abuse of limited liability is one of 
great delicacy. We must be careful in 
rooting up the tares lest we root up the 
wheat also. So far as my limited know- 
ledge goes I endorse the opinion that the: 
Bill is an honest attempt to meet the 
One of the prin- 
cipal causes of the failure of companies is. 
the remissness of directors. I agree with 
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the Bill in so far as it seeks to bring} if copies of the entries in the register 


home to directors their real respon- 
sibility, but I agree with the President 
wf the Board: of Trade that we must 
not go too far in this direction. While 
taking such steps as may be neces- 
sary to prevent directors so far as possible 
from evading their responsibilities, we 
must not place on them obligations which 
would prevent men of character and | 
repute from acting as directors. The | 
President of the Board of Trade said that 
‘we must: 





| 


be careful not to make the | desirable that there should be some clear 


could be sent to the County Court 
of the district where a company is 
interested, so that the people on the spot 
may be able to get the information re- 
quired. In regard to the matter - of 
auditors, I think that the description 
of their duties in the Bill is insufficient. 
It is necessary, not only in the interest 
|of the shareholders but in the interest of 
the auditors themselves, that they should 
know what their duties are. It is very 


obligations on a board of directors too | definition of what is required of auditors, 


onerous, but I cannot help thinking some | 
of the clauses of this Bill are of that | 
character. Let me take one by way of 
illustration—Clause 9, which requires 
that in every case of an allctment of 
shares a return should be made by the 
company to the Registrar within seven | 
days. If there should be default, and if | 
the directors know of it, they are to be | 
severally liable to a fine of £50 for each | 
day that the default lasts. Thatis a very | 
serious penalty indeed. I think it is | 
going too far. Although that penalty may | 
never be imposed, yet the fact that it is | 
on the Statute-book may prevent men | 
thoroughly qualified from taking these | 
positions. A further clause relates to | 
inadequate descriptions in prospectuses, 

and I agree with the Hon. Member for | 
South Leeds in doubting whether its pro- | 
visions are sufficiently stringent to disclose | 
the real interest of the original vendor. I | 
think I may say that feeling is shared | 
by many others. It may be generally | 
stated that, thronghout the Bill, | 

sufficient exemption is not made in | 
the case of private companies. I think | 
that with reference to companies which 
do not appeal to the public, several clauses | 
will have to be modified. With regard to | 
statutory meetings it may be that what is | 
proposed in the Bill is a very desirable 
arrangement ; but the provision that at | 
the first statutory meeting any subject | 
may be discussed is open to objection, | 
because it is felt that this latitude | 
may be abused by people who get | 
into companies by taking shares for the | 
purpose of injuring the companies. The | 
¢lauses in respect to the registration of | 
mortgages have been generally approved, | 
and I heartily participate in that approval; | 

but to enable persons interested in pro- | 
vincial companies to obtain the benefit 

of this arrangement, it has been sug- 

gested that it would be very desirable 


Mr. Charles McArthur. 


and in particular that they should report 
whether, in their opinion, full and fair 


| balance-sheets have been drawn up. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Mr. HEDDER- 
wick, Wick Burghs). House 
and forty | Members being found present, 


*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (con- 
tinuing) said: There are one or two 
| defects in the Bill I wish to call attention 
to. One is the preference given to 
| debts contracted within three months of 
'winding up. I am very glad to lear 
from the right hon. Gentleman that the 
|clause is to be withdrawn, and also the 
medical clause. 1 hope this Bill will 
pass through. If we wait for a perfect 
Bill we will never have any Bill at all. 
| We have in this Bill the foundation of a 
| good and useful measure. I trust that 
the structure raised on that foundation 
will be one free from the difficulties of 
|the present situation, and one which 
will hand down in increased measure 
the benefits of the limited liability 
system. 


*Mr. HOLLAND (Yorkshire, W.R., 


| Rotherham) : I should like, as a business 


man, to thank the President of the Board of 
Trade for what has now been done with 
the view of redeeming some of the pledges 
which have existed many years that there 
should be some legislation in regard to 
company law. I can testify that at 
various meetings of chambers of com- 
merce throughout the country there have 
been resolutions passed inthis direction for 
many years past, but, unfortunately, little 
or no progress has been made. Of course 
the Bill which is now before us is in no 
sense an ambitious measure. It does not 
profess for a moment to deal with all the 
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evils which have attended company pro- 
motion, but I think the fact of this not 
being an ambitious measure will be all the 
more likely to ensure its passing during 
the present session. I thoroughly endorse 
the position which the President of the 
Board of Trade has taken up in regard to 
the extreme undesirability of legislating 
so as to have the effect of deterring 
responsible men from undertaking direc- 
torships. I think the first object should 


Companies 


be to get the best men to serve on the. 


boards of limited companies, and then, 
having secured them, to see that they 
shall exercise reasonable care and diligence 
in the discharge of their duties. It is 
quite clear from the enormous increase in 
the number of joint stock companies 
during the last few years that they fulfil 
a public need, and not the least of these 
needs is that they enable an investor, 
without having himself a practical experi- 
ence of business, to spread his capital 
over a great variety of businesses, 
and in that way to minimise the risk 
of losing his capital. I think it is a laud- 
able object that the Board of Trade 
should make it hard for a joint stock 
company to begin business unless there 
should be an adequate supply of capital. 
Inadequacy of capital has been one of the 


most fruitful causes of disaster in joint 


stock companies. While all the material 
information should be given in the pro- 
spectus, it is of the utmost importance 
not to take away from the investor the 
sense of responsibility for examining for 
himself as to the details of the concern 


and forming his own opinion as to 


its prospects of success. I am glad 
there is a clause in the Bill pro- 
viding for the publication .of — the 
commission paid to underwriters. I am 
aware that some chambers of commerce 
have suggested that such commission 
should be limited to 20 per cent. I must 
say that I do not myself concur in any 
such limitation. I think the amount of 
the commission may well be left entirely 
unlimited, provided only that the amount 
of that commission shall be set forth in 
the prospectus. 
be somewhat impracticable of application 


in the case of very large concerns, for I | 
see it prohibits a company from varying 


the terms of any contract it may have 
entered into without complying with 
very considerable formalities. This may 


‘operate harshly when it is desired to 
remuneration of managers 


{26 JuNE 1900} Bill. 


I think Clause 13 will | 


1170 


and others with whom agreements 
may have been made. I am _ glad 
that the President of the Board of Trade 
does not favour the giving of priority to 
new creditors over debenture holders. I 
think it might have been to some extent 
justifiable to give that priority had 
there been no registration whatever 
of those debentures or mortgages; but 
in view of the stipulation that those 
securities shall be registered their 
position ought to be inviolable, and 
no new creditor should be allowed to take 
precedence over them. I think the seven 
days mentioned in the Bill is a period 
entirely inadequate, and I think the 
President of the Board of Trade has him- 
himself recognised this. It is stipulated 
that the mortgages shall be open to the 
inspection of the members and the 
creditors of a company. It might be well 
not to limit the inspection to the members 
and creditors, because there are many 
individuals who, though not creditors 
now, might contemplate becoming credi- 
tors, and if they were not to be allowed 
access to the documents until actually 
becoming creditors I think a real hard- 


‘ship would be inflicted upon them. I 


entirely concur with some observations 
made by previous speakers that there 
should be no discouragement of the gift 
of the necessary qualification in shares in 


' certain instances to men to become direc- 


tors. Having had considerable experience of 
manufacturing districts in the North, I 
can testify that very often the most 
desirable class of men to get on the 
boards are men who have had practical 
experience of their respective businesses 
—men who have the brains but not very 
much capital—and if the gift of qualify- 
ing shares to them is to be discouraged, I 
think a very undesirable step will be 
taken. I cordially agree with the hon. and 
learned Member for South Leeds that there 
is a very great abuse in the existence of 
founders’ shares in certain companies. I 
am sorry that that evil is not touched on at 
all under this Bill, but I recognise that it 
is impossible to deal with all the abuses 
which exist without making the Bill 
exceedingly cumbrous, and to that extent 
diminishing its chances of passing into 
law, and therefore I cordially welcome the 
introduction of the measure, and shall 
do what I can to help it to pass into law. 


*Mr. MARKS (Tower Hamlets, St. 
George’s): I think the course of the 
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debate has exhibited a singular and 100 shares ; it may be he will get a friend 
welcome unanimity in reference to the |to buy them for him. The man who can 


character of the measure, and an equal 
unanimity with reference to the necessity 
for some legislation to remove existing 
evils in connection with the administra- 
tion of the Joint Stock Companies Act. 
It has been frankly said by the right hon. 
gentleman in charge of this Bill that this 
measure does not aim at removing all the 
evils which now exist. It will, therefore, 
possibly be sufficient for the House at this 
stage to address itself to the question of 
whether the remedies proposed so far as 


they go are of the character best calculated | 


to accomplish the end the measure has in 
view. I cannot help thinking that rather 


| 


earn £250 a year by being a director of a 
company can always find some one willing 


‘to put up the £100 necessary to buy 


the shares which constitute his qualifi- 
cation. Then comes the question of the 
prospectus. 


‘my right hon. friend that the provisions in 


respect of the prospectus are calculated to. 


cut both ways. ‘To a certain extent, it 
is true, a great advantage would accrue 


to the public from setting forth in the 


undue importance is attached to the. 


question of the qualification of company 
directors. I do not think that anyone 
acquainted with joint stock company 
enterprises will believe for a moment that 
any considerable part of the evils which 
arise from them is due to a lack of quali- 
fication—that is, pecuniary qualification 
—on the part of the directors therein 
concerned. It does not follow that 
because a director is a large shareholder 
he is therefore better qualified to direct 
the affairs of the company. Indeed, the 
much abused “ guinea-pig” is sometimes 
a very competent director of company 
interests. He is 
retired Government official, possibly with 


colonial or military experience, who is’ 


content to supplement the meagre pension 
which the liberality of the nation bestows 


prospectus of every company the full 
particulars which by this Bill the 
prospectus should contain. But the 
provisions with reference to the pro- 
spectus are to apply only to a com- 
pany which is about to make a public 
issue of shares. It is notorious that some 


| of the very worst company scandals which 
have occurred in the City, at any rate in 


the past fifty years, have been in connec- 
tion with companies which. never issued 
prospectuses at all. That is true not 


‘only in reference to colonial companies, 


and South African companies, and foreign 


| companies, but to British companies, while 


not infrequently a | 


with regard to American companies no 
prospectus is ever issued in England. If 
these are important safeguards which are 
provided in this Bill, it seems to me that 
they will fall far short of accomplishing 


/what is desired if they cannot be in 


j 


upon him by the few hundreds a year | 
which he can derive from the administra- | 


tion of the affairs of a company. I am 


bound to say that in my experience he is | 


not at all infrequently a very competent 
person for that work. He may be called 


upon to attend board meetings two or | 
three times a week, and the £300 or | 


£400 a year which he derives from the 
twoor three companies with which he is 
connected, while they do constitute a 
very substantial and welcome addition to 
his income, are, at 


the same time, | 


fairly earned by him in his attendance at | 
board meetings and in his general super- | 


vision of the business of the companies. 


To imagine that any real advantage would | 


result to shareholders if the qualifica- 
tions of these professional directors were 
set forth in the memorandum of associa- 
tion, or in the prospectus of a company, 
seems to me to be an idle dream. It 


may be that a director will buy his own | 


Mr. Marks. 


some way extended to all companies 
whether they do or do not make 
a public appeal for subscriptions. It 
might be urged that this is imprac- 
ticable. I suggest that it is not 
impracticable, and I would invite 
the right hon. Gentleman to consider 
for a moment whether the filing of a 
prospectus might not well be made a con- 
dition precedent to the registration of any 
limited liability company. What is the 
present situation with respect to a com- 
pany which is brought out without a 
prospectus ? In the first place, no one is 
responsible, no misrepresentations can be 
made, the whole of the shares are issued in 
the first place to the vendor or his nominee, 
and those shares are got off through the 
Stock Exchange or some other agency. 
There is another evil in connection with 
this matter of the non-prospectus com- 
pany. It seems to me that one of the 
chief requirements in connection with the 
Amendment of the Joint Stock Com- 


panies Act is this, that as soon as possible- 


it should be rendered impossible, or at 
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any rate as difficult as possible, for a 
bankrupt trader to avail himself of the 
Joint Stock Companies Act for the pur- 
pose of defrauding his creditors. That 
is, in my judgment, one of the com- 
monest and one of the most crying 
of the present evils. What is the 
position under the Bill we have before 
us ? A bankrupt trader forms himself 
into a joint stock company with the aid 
of certain clerks of the solicitor whom he 
employs. The shares are issued to him, 
and they.are peddled out among the 
creditors to a certain extent, and toa cer- 
tain extent they are peddled out, if it is a 
large enterprise, through reputable stock- 
brokers ; if it is a small enterprise, then 
through the disreputable  cireularising 
stockbroker. In any case, he gets rid of 
the shares in some way or other. Under 
this Bill he is under no obligation what- 
ever to disclose any fact with respect to 
his business, and nothing is commoner 
than for a small tradesman who knows he 
is on the eve of bankruptcy to turn him- 
self into a joint stock company and to get 
out of his liability. It is as common as 
having a fire, and is more effective. I 
would earnestly urge upon the right hon. 
Gentleman, if, as it is clear, the authors 
of this Bill believe the prospectus is the 
vital part of the joint stock company 
scheme, that a prospectus should be in- 
sisted upon whether a company makes a 
public issue of its shares or whether it does 
not. Then there is the statutory meeting. 
In respect of this I think some careful con- 
sideration should be given, even in the 
early stages of the Bill. Up to recent 
times the statutory meeting has been—I 
will not say a convivial gathering, but at 
any rate quite an informal gathering, at 
which the chairman usually explained 
to the shareholders that they were called 
together, not that he has anything to say 
or that there is anything for them to do, 
but because the eccentricities of Parlia- 
ment require it, to comply with certain 
formalities. Ht is proposed under this 
Bill to make the statutory meeting a very 
important meeting. It is proposed, 
indeed, as it seems to me, to make of it 
an occasion for a thorough investigation 


of the company in its very earliest | 


stages. I think that is a very desirable 
thing, but we must see to it that the 
provision of the Bill does not defeat its 
own purpose. I can discover nothing in 
the Bill to prevent a company from 


holding its statutory meeting before the | 
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issue of its shares. If I am right in my 
reading of the measure, that would defeat. 
the obvious purpose you have in view. 
First you form your company ; then you 
get your directors; then you hold your 
statutory meeting ; then, having complied 
with the statutory requirements, but not 
until then, you issue your shares. You 
have then got a long run before you, 
during which you are under no obliga- 
tion to call the shareholders together 
or give any account of the progress of 
their enterprise. Then there is the 
question of- commissions for under- 
writing. At the present time I think 
I am right in saying there is no 
limit to the amount of underwriting com- 
mission that may be paid. for the placing 
of shares under any circumstances. But 
Clause 10 of the Bill before us only pro- 
vides that it shall be lawful for a company 
to pay acommission uponany offer of shares 
for public subscription, and that, if I 
read the Bill correctly, would exclude the 
payment of commission under any condi- 
tions other than those of public subscrip- 
tions. In the event of a private placing. 
of shares or debentures no broker would 
be entitled to receive any commission, 
and no company would be entitled to pay 
any commission. So that it seems to me: 
that, while apparently and ostensibly 
legalising the present practice, the Bill 
would really be limiting an existing right. 
In regard to the payment of preliminary 
expenses I cannot help thinking that the 


Bill weakens rather than strengthens 


the present law. It is provided that no 
company may proceed to allotment ex- 
cepting under certain conditions, and may 
not proceed with any business until 
certain formalities have been complied 
with. Iam referring now to Clause 8. 
But under Sub-section 3 it is provided that 
nothing in this section should prevent 
any company paying or contracting to 
pay any preliminary expenses. In other: 
words, there is no limit to the amount of 
preliminary expenses the promoters may 
defray. They may fail to get the amount of 
money which they have set forth in their 
memorandum of associationasthe minimum 
upon which they will proceed to allotment, 
and having failed to obtain that minimum 
they may not proceed to allotment, and, 
being unable to proceed to allotment, they 
may not go on with any business, and 
they must keep the money they have 
received intact except in so far as they 
may pay that money away for the pur- 
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poses of what are called “ preliminary 
expenses.” That is a very vague term ; 
and assuming, as we must assume, that 
this most welcome Bill is aimed at the 
‘dishonest company promoter, it does seem 
to me to open the door to him to do 
things without incurring any penalty, 
which at present he is unable to do. If 
some limit were put upon this matter 
there would be some protection afforded 
to the public ; but, as it stands, assuming 
a dishonest promoter with a dishonest 
scheme, assuming the public refuse to rise 
to his bait, the dishonest promoter is still 
at liberty to use all the money he happens 
to receive for the purpose of what he may 
call his “preliminary expenses.” There 
are one or two other points to which at 
a later stage of the Bill I shall venture 
to direct the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman. At present I would con- 
fine myself to this observation. In so far 
as the Bill fails to touch the case 
of the non-prospectus company it fails in 
its purpose. In so far as it deals with 
the question of commission it cuts down 
an existing right and substitutes no equal 
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shall have filed at Somerset House 
something which, for purposes of any 
possible litigation, will serve the object of 
a prospectus at all stages. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York): I welcome 
this Billas a very businesslike and prac- 
tical method of dealing with a subject of 
vast importance not merely to the com- 
mercial classes, but to that enormous mass 
of people who may be described as the in- 
vesting public. I welcome itall the more 
because it is not of too ambitious a char- 
acter. We must remember that by far 
the great majority of companies and of 
company directors are honest, and we must 
beware lest in endeavouring to suppress 
dishonesty we render it impossible for any 
gentleman of position and honour to 
engage in the directorate of a joint stock 
company. The main principle upon which 
this Bill is founded is that of giving full 
information to the persons chiefly in- 
terested —the shareholders and _ the 
creditors or the intending shareholders 
and the intending creditors. If that in- 
formation is given it is for them to 





right in its place. In respect of the|say whether they will deal with or 
registration of mortgages even, if I am| invest in the company, and, provided 
correctly informed, it affords no additional | they get ample information, it is their 
facilities to those which already exist. | own fault if they either invest in or 
In conclusion let me refer to one other | deal with a company which turns out 


point—namely, the right of a shareholder 
who has applied for shares to claim the 
cancellation of his allotment in the 
event of any irregularity. He is limited 
under this Bill to one month, and it is 
stated specifically that he may not apply 
for a rectification of the register later than 
one month. I would call the attention 
of the right hon. Gentleman to the fact 
that that limits an existing right. If these 
points should be dealt with at some future 
stage of the Bill I cannot doubt that the 
measure will accomplish a great deal of 
good ; but the chief object to be achieved, 
namely, the protection oi the public—not 
only the share-investing and the share- 
speculating public, but the legitimate 
trading public—from the present evils 


which arise from the flotation as com- | 


| unsatisfactorily. That, to my mind, 
isa great merit of the Bill. Another 
merit of the measure is that it strangles 
dishonest companies in their inception. 
The great majority of dishonest com- 
| panies get money from the public and go 
into speedy liquidation. This Bill, if it 
is effective, will prevent those companies 
coming into existence. At an early stage 
the company will be stopped, and the pro- 
moters and other persons who are intend- 
ing to profit by it will be deprived of their 
booty. There are only two points in the 
Bill to which I desire to call attention, 
but they are points which I venture to 
| think are of very great importance. One 
is the question of the praspectus. The 
Bill provides, and properly provides, that 
a considerable number of matters affect- 








panies of the businesses of bankrupt} ing the company, and which naturally 
tradesmen cannot be effectively dealt | affect the mind of intending shareholders, 
with unless at some stage of this Bill we | should be specified in the prospectus. But 
an provide a means to prevent an! what I do not find in the Bill, which I 
insolvent trader from turning his business | think it would be advantageous to have 
into a company for the purpose of foisting | there, is some more specific remedy in 
the shares upon the public, either for cash | case of non-compliance with the provi- 
or its equivalent, without as a condition | sions of Clause 12. I do not see what 
precedent to obtaining registration he|is to happen if this clause, which 
Mr. Marks, | 
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states what is to be 
the prospectus, is not complied with. It | 
may be said, and possibly truly, that | 
Clause 30 would in some cases make it a 
misdemeanour on the part of promoters 
issuing a prospectus which does not 
comply with the requirements, and would 
subject them to punishment accordingly. 
That may be, but what I want to know is 
what civil remedy has the shareholder 
who invests money on the faith of sucha 
prospectus? It may be said he would 
have an action for damages, but what I 
think he should be entitled to is some 
means of getting rid of his shares. 
The Bill says the prospectus ought to 
contain certain things. It seems to 
me that a man who has applied for 
shares on the faith of a prospectus 
ought to be entitled to get his money 
back if it turns out that the prospectus 
is not in accordance with law. That is a 
matter in which the Bill could be amended 
in Committee if necessary. There is 
another clause which to my mind is of 
enormous importance—namely, the clause 
relating to the registration of mortgages. 
My hon. friend says that that does not 
strengthen the existing law. I rather 
think he is in error there, because 
although the existing law provides for | 
the registration of mortgages properly 
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so called, it does not _ provide 
for the registration of debentures. 
This is a very important fact. 


Let me give the House one specific case 
which I am afraid is of very frequent 
occurrence, where the non-registration of 
debentures causes great loss to share- 
holders and creditors. A man ownsa fail- 
ing business, and sells it to a company 
which is formed for the purpose of buying 
it. The purchase money is taken chiefly 
in debentures. The company, after a short 
and inglorious existence, goes into liqui- 


dation. In the meanwhile the public 
have subscribed money for taking 


up shares in this company, and trade 
creditors have supplied goods to the com- | 
pany without receiving payment. When 
the company goes into liquidation in 


comes the vendor, and these debentures | 


swallow_up every fraction of the assets 
of the company, and the trade credi- 
tors and the shareholders lose their 
money, 
tration of all debentures, and if, when a 
creditor sees a very large number of 
debentures registered, he chooses to trade 


with the company, all I can say is that it | 
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included in|is his own fault if he suffers, 


The Bill provides for the regis- | 
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On the 
general aspect of the Bill I should like to 
refer to a point mentioned by the hon. 
Member for St. George’s and the hon. 
Member for Rotherham. They appeared 
to think there was no harm in the- 
practice of giving qualifying shares. 
I hold the strongest “opinion that that 
is a most dangerous method by which 
to qualify directors. Where does this. 
qualification come from? In nine cases 
out of ten it comes from the promoter,. 
and the gentleman who gets the shares, 
consciously or unconsciously, in nine cases 
out of ten, becomes the tool and carries. 
out the objects of the promoter. I am 
extremely glad that the Bill proposes that 
any person who undertakes the responsible 
duties of a director of a joint stock com- 
pany, in which he is bound not only by 
law but by honour and duty. to do the 
best he can for the interests of the share- 


holders, shall not be qualified by the pro- 


moter, or by some other persons whose: 
interests may be directly antagonistic to 
those of the shareholders. On the whole 
I am glad to support this Bill, because I 
think as it stands it will provide, as far 
as possible, a remedy against many of the- 


‘abuses which now exist, and it will not 


act as a deterrent to responsible persons 
acting as directors of companies. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field) : I think there must be a feeling on 
both sides of the House, and especially on 
the part of gentlemen.who have had long 
experience of the ordinary. commercial | 
routine of business life, that the right 
hon. Gentleman, by pressure behind him, 
has withdrawn one of the most important 
clauses of the Bill. There must be a feel- 
ing of great regret amongst those who re- 
present thecommercial classes of thecountry 
that the- right hon. Gentleman has with- 
drawn the clause dealing with debentures, 
I did hope that we should have a clause 
dealing with fraudulent cases only, where 
the issue of debentures has been a fraud 
upon the ordinary trade creditors. All 
who have had any commercial experience 
know how very easy it is.to turn a con- 
cern into, a limited. company worth 
£10,000 when it is going steadily down 
‘hill. It is all done as a.sort of family 
affair. You. give debentures for the 
' £10,000,.which is the real value of it, and 

you go. into the market for the rest. 
| Practically. you go into. the open market 
; and you. buy. goods to: the extent of° 
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£10,000. The ordinary shareholders 
never get anything, the debenture holders 
foreclose, and then there is nothing for- 
the ordinary creditors. In small busi 
nesses this is done to a very considerable 
extent, and the Judges have pointed this 
out repeatedly. Syrely the ingenuity of 
the Government or the Members of this 
House could devise a provision to meet 
the particular case of fraudulent deben- 
ture holders. J hope that in Committee 
a Clause will be produced dealing 
with this particular class of fraud in 
getting money from the ordinary trade 
creditors. I do hope the Government 
will reconsider this question. There are 
“other serious questions in regard to which 
this Bill ought to go a little further. 
There is too much fraud in other com- 
panies which the Government will have to 
face eventually, but whilst this Bill deals 
in only a limited way with a great sub- 
ject, I believe the House will support the 
Government in passing to a successful 
issue a Bill which is honestly attempting 
to deal with a great question. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): I do not agree with the hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down in re- 
gretting that the Government have with- 
‘drawn the clause dealing with debentures. 
‘On the contrary, I think that clause was 
a great blot on the Bill, and 1 am~«ex- 
tremely glad that they have undertaken 
to withdraw it. As far as I understand, 
it is not possible to pass a law in this or 
any other Parliament which will prevent 
every species of fraud. Frauds will occur 
and ‘people will invest their money 
foolishly, whatever we do to safeguard 
their interests. The hon. Gentleman argues 
that a company is made by the deben- 
ture holders to enter into bargains to make 
profits for themselves, and that the share- 
lholders get nothing. I would point 
out that as far as my experience goes it 
is the shareholder who enters into con- 
tracts with the traders, and if people are 
foolish enough to give them credit with- 
out first ascertaining that they are ina 
position to justify that credit, then they 
must take the risk. I was sorry to hear 
the hon. Member say that he viewed with 
regret the clause as to the qualification of 
directors. I should say that clause was 
about the best in the Bill. The idea that 
a director should receive his qualification 
from somebody else has been the cause of 


tthe many failures of companies that have 


Mr. Bayley. 
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occurred during the last ‘ew years. It is 
quite true that you may possibly have 
some Official of the company who 
thoroughly understands the business and 
yet has no capital, but that man should 
not be made a director, but an officer of 
the company. A director should certainly 
have a direct interest in the company, and 
the class of people anxious to add £150 
or £200 to their income as a sort of 
supplementary income are the worst class 
of directors you can possibly have. You 
want business men with business qualifi- 
cations to take the position of director, 
and they should have a large interest of 
their own in the particular company of 
which they are directors. A man who 
has had no business experience at all is 
the very worst class of director you can 
get. I am very glad indeed that the 
Government have introduced this clause 
into the Bill. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I beg to move that 
this Bill be referred to the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade. I regret that I find 
myself out of accord in regard to this 
motion with several hon. Members of the 
House whose opinions are entitled to the 
greatest respect. But the question is, 
does the House honestly desire that this 
measure should be passed into law during 
the present session? If it does, then I 
think the most effectual way of doing 
that is to refer the Bill in the ordinary 
way to the Standing Committee. If a 
Bill of this kind is not one of those 
which can properly be referred to the 
Standing Committee, then I might com- 
plain that that institution does not fully 
carry out and fulfil the objects for which 
it was set up. Anyone who has been 
present, and who has gone through a com- 
plicated Bill on the Standing Committee, 
must know that the discussions on 
those Committees are of a much more 
business character than they are in nine 


| cases out of ten when discussed by a Com- 


mittee of the whole House. I know it is 
said that the meetings of the Committee 
are held at a time when many hon. 
Members cannot conveniently attend ; but 
I wish to point out that there is a full 
opportunity when the Bill comes back 


before the House on the Report stage to 


discuss any particular matter which any 
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hon. Member desires to discuss. I hope 
the House will support the Government 
in their anxious desire to pass this 
measure into law, and will agree to the 
reference to the Standing Committee on 
Trade. 


Companies 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be committed to the 
Standing Committee on Trade, etc.”— 
(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Mr. 
obvious that the reference which the right 
hon. Gentleman has proposed will limit 


regard to this measure. One or two hon. 
Members who have spoken asked that the 
whole House in Committee should be 
allowed to consider this scheme. They 
pointed out the personal inconvenience in 


{26 JUNE 1900} 


LAWSON WALTON: It is’ 


regard toattendance during the time which | 
the Standing Committee conducts its busi- | 


ness. 
limit very largely the number of Mem- 
bers who will take part in the further 
consideration of this measure. It is also 
obvious that it will shut out a number 
of hon. Members who are personally 
familiar with the administration of the 


assistance to the right hon. Gentleman if 
he wishes to carry a measure that will 
be of permanent utility to the future 
administration of this important legisla- 
tion. I cannot conceive that this House 
has not time between this and the month 
of August to dispose of this measure. 
We certainly should not oceupy a very 
long period in discussing the details of the 
Bill in this House, and the experience of a 
larger number of Members would not be 
unfruittul of suggestions which the right 
hon. Gentleman would be likely to con- 
sider. I fail to see any reason whatever 
for sending this measure upstairs to a 


‘Committee of which many of us are 


not members, and where many of us will 
not be able to attend, especially in regard 
to a measure in which so many Members 
of this House are so deeply interested. 


It is obvious that this course will | 


existing law, and who could give great | 


Bill. 


fied to deal with this subject. Moreover, 
it is a question in which the outside 
public take a great interest. When the 
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‘matter is disposed of upon the floor of 


this House we have the assistance of the 
comments in public journals, which is not 
always available in regard to proceedings 
upstairs. ‘Lhe session is not yet near its 
conclusion, and I think it would be pos- 
sible to deal with this question before a 
Committee of the whole House. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 
I trust the right hon. Gentleman will allow 


. «this Bill to go before a Committee of the 
very largely the area of suggestion in | 


whole House. This Bill affects Ireland, 
and no part of the country has been more 
victimised by bogus companies than Ire- 
land. There are very few Members from 
Ireland on the Committee on Trade, and 
very little opportunity is afforded to 
point out the defects which there are in 
this measure if you send it to a Select 
Committee. Besides this, the experience 
of those hon. Members who have had to 


deal with the company law in a 
professional way is most material 
and of great advantage, and the 
Committee suggested includes hardly 
any lawyers. I notice that the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer smiles at that 
remark, but we know that it is his 
idiosynerasy to think that the world 
would get on better if there was no law 
and no lawyers. We in Ireland, how- 
ever, have always been particularly 


respectful to the law, but this is really a 


serious matter, and a change is being 
made which vitally concerns that part of 
the United Kingdom, and we have not 
had an ample opportunity of discussing 
this Bill on the Second Reading. [An 
Hon. Member: Why] Because we 


were anxious to facilitate the progress of 


the measure. The question is why should 
we not discuss so serious a Bill as this in 


1a Committee of the whole House, where 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glas- | 
gow, Camlachie) : I wish to point out to , 
‘and 1867, and if those Bills had been 


‘the right hon. Gentleman that the con- 


stitution of the Standing Committee 
upon Trade is somewhat peculiar. 
casts his eye over the names he will 


If he’ 


every section of the kingdom will be 
represented. The course suggested seems 
to be utterly unreasonable. We all know 
that a great deal of the mischief which 
this Bill is intended to obviate arose from 
the defects in the earlier Biils of 1862 


closely watched and adequately discussed, 
probably the opportunity would never 


| have arisen that has taken place of fleecing 


‘come across many hon. Members who will | 
admit that theyare in no way well quali- 


the public, especially of Ireland, through 


| the medium of bogus companies. 
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THe FIRST LORD or THE TREA-' my observations. Let it be remembered 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, that the Grand Committees were created 
E.): I will not argue the wider and almost | for the very purpose of dealing with Bills 


irrelevant question of the maintenance of em . rr Mad 
: : party flavour about it, which raises 

law and order in Treland, but I will come jo popular passions, no great _ politi- 
to the narrower issue which is immediately a] isues, but which does deal 
before the House. I submit that one or with important details in commerce 
two of the arguments which have been or in trade; and it is exactly that type 
adduced in favour of sending this Bill to of Bill for which the Grand Committee 
a Committee of the whole House ought “gee was instituted. I think * would 
gr ers e€ a very serious commentary upon that 
not to have ines much eight. One of institution, and a very serious blot upon 
them is that introduced by the right hon. tg utility, if the House were now to: 
and learned Gentleman opposite to the refuse to send this Bill to the Grand Com 
effect that there is not a sufficient number mittee because some hon. Gentlemen 
of lawyers upon the Standing Committee think it would be difficult for them to. 
on Trade. So far as that is concerned, it serve. My hon. friend who has just sat 
is a misfortune which can be remedied down pointed out that by the constitution 
quite sufficiently to meet the general view of the Standing Committee on Trade 
of hon. Members on both sides of the many hon. Members would be excluded. 
House. Another argument to which I do who are specially qualified to add weight 
not attach great weight is that used by | and lustre to that Commitiee. I would 
my hon. friend, who says that the Grand point out, however, that the constitution 
Committee on Trade would not from day of that Committee is elastic, and there is 
to day have the advantage of the com-' a possibility of adding fifteen members to. 
mentary of the daily press. I do not the Committee, and I am sure that num- 
know that that is an argument which ber would include all the specially 
ought to have very much weight in in- qualified Members of this House who do 
fluencing the decision which we have not at present serve on that Committee. 
to come to to-night. The real argument Therefore, I think that argument falls 
against sending this measure to the Grand to the ground. Those who are better 
Committee on Trade is that certain qualified than I am to judge inform me 
hon. Gentlemen in this House who, by that in every Bill of this kind 
their professional knowledge, are most there is a special advantage in being 
qualified to deal with the technical details able to be in touch with the Minister in 
raised by this Bill, are prevented by their | charge of the Bill, and to have the draughts- 
daily vocations from attending the | man close at hand to be able to draw up 
sitting of the Grand Committee without | Amendments which the discussion on the 
putting themselves to considerable incon- ; Bill seem to render necessary. That is 
venience. J think that isan argument of ; not the case in our discussions in the 
considerable weight. But if I may judge | House, so that there are real advantages 
by the reception which this Bill has re- in the machinery of the Grand Committee 
ceived upon the present occasion, there | which this House fails to provide. These 
is no probability that the discussions in | are the reasons which induce the Govern- 
the Grand Committee will be of a pro- ment, with considerable reluctance, and on 
tracted character. I should imagine that | grounds which I think will commend 
one or two days at the outside would be | themselves to the House at large, to main- 
quite sufficient to deal with this Bill. | tain the view which we have expressed— 
[Cries of “No.”] That, at any rate, is that this Bill, by its character, by its re- 
the opinion of those who are best quali- ception, and by the nature of the discus- 
fied to advise me in the matter. sion’ which is likely to arise, is exactly 
the kind of Bill which ought to be sent 

Mr. LAWSON WALTON: It would | to the Grand Committee. I hope that 
take two nights in the House. my jhon. friends will, in the first place, 
_be able to help us upon that Grand Com- 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then that is a | mittee, and will in addition, when the 
sufficient reason for taking the course we | Bill comes down to the House on the 
have suggested, but I will leave that | Report stage, urge before a larger audi- 
point and return to the main current of | ence any views which may not have re- 


of this kind. It isa Bill which has no. 
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ceived full development on the Committee 
I hope the House will adhere 
to the motion made by my fight hon. 


upstairs. 


friend, 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Asher, Alexander 
Atkinson, Kt. Hon, John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r) | 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol | 
Beckett, Eroest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 

Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg’w) 
Courtney,Rt. Hn. Leonard H. 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. - 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir T. George 





Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Caldwell, James 

Cawley, Frederick 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Dewar, Arthur 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Gibney, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 





| Finch, George H. 


| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 


| Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
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Question put. 


House divided :—Ayes, 138 ; Noes, 52. 


(Division List No. 163.) 


AYES. 


| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. | 


Ffrench, Peter 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 


Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hammond, Sir C. (Newcastle) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N.Louth) 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Holland, William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Jessel, Captain Herbert M. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 
Langley, Batty 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. | 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller | 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel | 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison | 
| 





Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Macelure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James | 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptf’d) | 
Murnaghan, George 


NOES. 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hazell, Walter 
Hedderwick, lhomas C. H. 


| Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 


Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | 
M‘Crae, George | 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
Maddison, Fred. 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Moss, Samuel 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pilkington,Sir G.A.(LanesS W | 


Price, Kobert John 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
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Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O’ Dowd, John 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease,Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Peel, Hon. W. R. Wellesley 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. HnHoraceCurzon 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward. 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stock, James Henry 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. ) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,Commander (Berks,E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and. 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk). 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.). 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, Jos. H.(Middlesbr’gh) 
Woodhouse,Sir J.T. (Hudders. 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Mr. Lawson Walton and 
Mr. H. C. Richards. 
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MONEY-LENDING BILL (Lords). | pany was formed. A money-lender could 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned | form as many companies as he pleased, 
Debate on Amendment [21st June] pro- and the business could still be conducted 
posed to Question [21st June], “That the | under the alias of one or a dozen com- 





Bill be now read a second time.” 


And which Amendment was— 


*To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’”—(Mr. Birrell.) 


Question again proposed. 
Debate resumed. 


*Mr. MARKS (Tower Hamlets, St. 
George’s) said there seemed to be a 
general consensus of opinion that the 
evils which had been disclosed by the 
practice of a certain class of money- 


lenders required to be dealt with by the | 


legislature, and there could be no doubt 


that the recent exposures of money- | 


lending vampires should be dealt with 
without delay. 
the House did not desire that the treat- 
ment of the evils should be characterised 
by any injustice to any class, and it was 
a matter for careful consideration as to 
what extent they would be justified in 
making the Bill then before the House 
retroactive. Under the Bill, if it became 
law, it would not be only a matter of pre- 
venting evil in the future but of undoing 


contracts already effected. The Bill pro- | 


posed to prevent the extortions and in 
many cases the swindles which had been 
perpetrated by men of the Isaac Gordon 


stamp under a variety of aliases, by | 


requiring all money-lenders to register 
themselves as such in their own names. 
But for all practical purposes such an 


enactment, without further safeguards | 
would not | 


than the Bill provided, 
be worth the paper it was written upon. 


It was nothing more than playing to the | 
Any money-lender who desired | 


gallery. 
to carry on business had only to go to a 
highly respectable solicitor and incorpo- 
rate himself into a company and the 
solicitor would be quite prepared to lend 
seven clerks as signatories to the articles of 
association, and these money-lenders 
under some alias or other in the form of a 
company could carry on business as before. 
It might be said that we could get behind 
the company, but that could not be done, 
because the shares could be issued to 
bearer, and Isaac Gordon, Limited, could 


carry on exactly the sameas before the com. 


But, at the same time, | 


panies. Men of the Isaac Gordon type 
would be able to conceal themselves 
‘behind the Companies Act, and they 
‘would go a step further as a company 
than they did as private individuals, 
| They would explain to their clients that 
| under this Bill they could only lend at 
| fifteen per cent., but they would further 
| explain that they were only in a position 
| to lend money to their own shareholders, 
‘and if the client was not a shareholder 
'he would be told he would have to take 
| forty-five £1 shares for every £100 
advanced before any business could be 
'entered into. The price of those shares 
| added to the fifteen per cent. would bring 
it up to the traditional 60 per cent. What 
was a money-lender? Who was the 
money-lender who was to register himself ? 
|The definition given in the Bill was, 
** Every person whose business was to lendi 
money or whoadvertised, or otherwise held 
himself out as carrying on that business.” 
Solicitors held themselves out as carrying 
on that business. Were they to be in- 
cluded in the operation of the Bill. They 
were not exempted in definite terms ; 
and if it was intended that they should 
‘be exempted, what became of the 
other classes—the capitalist who lent 
money on the Stock Exchange, who 
did not limit his interest to 15 per cent. 
or 30 per cent? If 15 per cent. 
was the limit imposed by _ the 
State great difficulty would be experi- 
enced in carrying over some mining 
‘accounts. These were points which 
ought to be considered, because, although 
the Bill was aimed at the 60 per cent. 
sharpers of the West End, it was not 
| aimed atthe highly respectable 30 per cent. 
capitalist in the City. It appeared to him 
that the only way in which a man could 
discover, if this Bill came into operation, 
whether he was a money-lender or not 
would be to get himself prosecuted, and 
| then if he were convicted he would know 
| he was a money-lender, but if he were 
| discharged he would know he was not. 
He could not regard the Bill as a serious 
remedy for the great evil which un- 
| doubtedly did exist. 

| *Mr. BUTCHER (York) said the hon. 
Gentleman who had just adduessed 
the House had shown the ingenious de- 
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vices by which money-lenders would be 
able to keep outside the limits of this 
measure when it became law. He admired 


Money Lending 


the ingenuity of the hon. Member, but he . 


doubted the efficacy of his methods. Even 
if the hon. Gentleman were right there 
was no reason why the House should not 
pass a measure dealing with a great many 
of the evils complained of. He desired 
to remove one or two misconceptions with 
regard to the Bill. One misconception 
was that the Bill implied that all money- 
lenders were scoundrels and swindlers. 
Nothing in the Bill justified any such sug- 
gestion. Many money-lending transactions 
were most advantageous to the borrowers 
themselves. Many persons require a loan 
for ashort time, and it was extremely advan- 
tageous for them to be able to get it even 
at a high rate of interest. There were 
many money-lenders in the country who 
carried on their business in a legiti- 
mate manner, as advantageous to the 
borrower as to themselves. At the same 
time considerable abuses had grown up 
which would have to be done away with. 
Another misconception was that this Bill 
aimed at the revival of the usury laws. 
If that were so he should oppose it. He 
believed any attempt to revive the usury 
laws would be both useless and wrong. 
A high rate of interest was by no means 
an indication of fraud. It often happened 


that aman could advantageously borrow | 


for a short time at a rate of interest 


which would amount to a very high rate | 


per annum. As to two-thirds of the Bill, 
there was practicalagreement. The chief 
controversy had arisen as to Clause I. 


Clause I. of the Billwas a clause whichought | 


to be supported, because it embodied the 
principle that where a money-lender was 
proved to have made a harsh and 
unconscionable bargain with a borrower 
the transaction might be reopened by the 
Court and adjusted. This was a principle 
which had for generations been acted upon | 
in our Courts of Equity. The objection 


that this was an interference with free- 


dom of contract was unsound, because 
there could be no freedom of con- 
tract where there was weakness 
on the one side, and advantage taken | 
of that weakness on the other. Such a, 
eondition of things made it impossible | 
that there could be any freedom of con- | 
tract in the transaction. But if the | 
clause was to be passed into law it would | 
require amending in certain particulars. | 


{26 JUNE 1900} 


First it provided that where the Court} a bargain, not in accordance with the 
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“had reason to believe” that a certain state 
of things had arisen it might interfere. 
That must be altered so as to read 
“‘where the Court is satisfied on the 
evidence.” A second point was this. The 
Bill provided that the Court had to 
be satisfied that the rate of interest 
charged by the money-lender exceeded 
the sum mentioned in the schedule. The 
amount of interest charged was not a 
criterion of the bona fides or the mala fides 
of the transaction, and he suggested that 
all mention of the rate of interest should 
be left out, and that it should be left to 
the Court to decide, upon all the circum- 
stances of the case, whether or not a 


bargain was a harsh and unconscionable 


There was a third point. The 
great majority of these cases would 
come before the County Court. As the 
law stood, there was no appeal from 
the County Court on questions of fact ; 
and, therefore, when the County Court 
had decided that a bargain was harsh and 
unconscionable, which was a question of 
fact, and had reopened the transaction, 
there could be no appeal. He thought it 
was important when giving County Courts 
this extended jurisdiction that we should 
subject them to a right of appeal. Such 
an amendment would have a double effect. 
It would make the County Court more 
careful, and probably would not greatly 
increase the cost, because the uncon- 
scionable money-lender would be very loth 
to advertise himself in a second Court. 
He supported the Bill because it would 
remedy admitted abuses, while it would 
not inflict any injustice upon a class in 
which there were many deserving and 
honourable members. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 8.) 
congratulated the hon. Gentleman upon 
the access of an enthusiastic supporter of 


one. 


‘this somewhat extraordinary measure. 


The only other cordial speech in its favour 
was that delivered by the hon. the Secretary 
to the Local Government Board, and his 
parental relation to the Bill somewhat 
biassed his opinion in regard to the matter. 
The hon. and learned Member for York 
had no doubt enthusiastically defended 
the one clause of this measure which he 
should have thought would have elicited 
the condemnation of every legal Member 
of the House. His hon. friend was in 
favour of conferring upon a judicial 
tribunal the right of setting aside 
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application of any defined legal prin- 
ciples, but in accordance with the 
view the members of that tribunal 
might take of certain abstract prin- 
ciples of humanity and _ philanthropy. 
They were to unmake a_ bargain, 
not because it was opposed to 
statute ; they were not to determine that 
it involved a testraint of trade, or was 
against any defined principles; they 
were to have the assistance of no prin- 
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period, how were we to decide that it was 
“harsh”? Were we to appeal to the 
inner consciousness of the County Court 
Judge? If that Judge thought that 50 
per cent. would have been enough, was he 
to set aside the transaction ? What did the 
word “unconscionable” mean? Did it 
mean fraudulent? If so, the existing law 
| was sufficient, because if a bargain were 
| fraudulent it might be set aside as well as 
| if the word “unconscionable” had been 





ciple either from the common law or from | used. Did it mean harsh! If so, the 
statute, but they were to appeal to the | word “harsh” was enough. So that we 
realm of ethics or moral philosophy, and | get a piece of rhetorical legislation by 
from the inner consciousness they were | which a County Court Judge, on no defined 
supposed, somewhat rashly, to possess, | principle or regulation to guide him, and 
they were to come to the conclusion that | subject to no review, was to set aside a 
the bargain was what the Bill described | bargain because in his opinion the 
as “harsh and unconscionable.” And if| borrower might have secured more 
they arrived at that conclusion, without | favourable terms. In the very able and 
any control or appeal, the assent of the | ingenious speech made by the hon. and 
parties was to be set aside, and an/| learned Member for York,.we were told 
entirely new contract was to be made by | that the application of principles of this 
the Court. With all respect to his hon. | kind was not unknown in the existing 
friend, such a principle was absolutely | law, and that a Judge set aside a con- 
foreign, he had almost said, to the | tract if it was in restraint of trade. But 
jurisprudence of any civilised country ; at | in such a case there were well - defined 
any rate it was utterly unknown to our | principles of law given to the Judge for 
own. What reason had we to imagine | application to the case. What was the 
that our judges were educated in any | real blemish in this measure, assuming 
system which would entitle them to | that there was some case for a change in 
exercise this new jurisprudence with | the law? The measure dealt solely with 
advantage to the community? Judges | the harshness attending the initial trans- 
were sometimes lawyers; but what right | action. It left out of sight altogether the 
had we to suppose that they were philan- | harshness attending the enforcement of 





thropists? What reason had we to 
imagine that they had been educated in 


any system of humanity or ethics? How | 


were we to infer that the average county 
court judge might take an enlightened 
view of what was harsh in the commercial 
relations between a lender and a borrower 


of money ? And what assistance did we | 


give him in arriving at the conclusion 
that the relation he was asked to 
adjudicate upon was unconscionable in its 
character ? His hon. and learned friend 
the Attorney General had said that the 
opposition to this measure was founded 
upon a most complete misconception as to 
its real meaning. He would like the 
Attorney General to tell the House what 
meaning he attached to the word “harsh,” 
and what was his abstract definition of 
the word “unconscionable” ? Suppose 
that two men of adult age and average 
familiarity with affairs enter, on equal 
terms, and without any intention of fraud, 
into a contract, it might be to pay 60 
per cent. for a loan of money for a short 


Mr. Lawson Walton. 


‘the bargain. The cases which appealed 
| to the signatories of the Report of the 
Select Committee were nearly all cases in 
| which the lender ruthlessly sought to 
'impose his bargain at a time when the 
borrower was entirely at his mercy. The 
lender who has lent his money on terms 
might be guilty of great barbarity. The 
bargain of Antonio and Shylock was a 
bargain which Antonio applauded. The 
infamy was the enforcement of the con- 
tract. And so we might get a transaction 
on terms which were not unfair ; but if 
the lender sought to enforce it at a time 
when the borrower was unable to pay, 
that difficulty could be dealt with by the 
existing law. This measure would intro- 
duce untold confusion into the administra- 
tion of the law in this country. It was said 
that we would drive money - lending 
beyond the four seas, that we would 
force it underground and __ into 
subterfuges, and compel the money- 
lender to take refuge in subter- 
ranean channels. He was told that 
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an entirely new department had been 
created in the jewellery trade—a man 
bought diamonds at 150 per cent. more 
than they were worth, and then bor- 
rowed money upon them, and left the 
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diamonds in the hands of the lender as | 


security for a loan. Another illustration 
was the incorporation of a company with 
the provision that the borrower should 
become a shareholder of the company. 
It was impossible, while there were men 
who wished to borrow money and had no 


credit, and men who wished to lend | 


money, and were prepared to take the 
risk of its never being repaid, to prevent 
transactions of that kind. Then they 
would have in every County Court district 
a different standard as to what was harsh 
and unconscionable. One County Court 
Judge had announced that he would never 
enforce a bargain for a loan of money in 
which more than 5 per cent. was charged, 
no matter what the security might be. 


that the borrower should have a fort- 
night’s grace before being called upon to 
pay the money. Thus there would be 


districts in which the money-lender would | 


flourish, and others in which he would be 
strangled out of existence. All this con- 


fusion would take place because there was , 
not in the Bill any defined legal princi- | 
ple which could be applied to all these | 


transactions. There was no specific test 
which could either be proved or disproved, 
but only the inner consciousness of a class 


of men who had no special experience in | 


appeals to the principles of economics and 


humanity, to which the law did not, 
Having regard to that view, he | 
appealed to the House not to give way | 
to the sentiment which had produced this | 
Bill. It had been produced with good | 


apply. 


intentions, but it would not yield the 
wished for results. An hon. Member had 
pointed out that there was an enormous 


discrepancy in the opinion of Judges as | 
Did we wish | 


to the punishment of crime. 
to extend that element of uncertainty 
into other branches of the law? If there 
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the members of the judicial staff to assist 
them. But what. would be the un- 
certainty if fifty-six tribunals in the 
country had cast upon them the duty, 
without any guide, to determine what 
they considered harsh and unconscionable ! 
He quite agreed that the law required 
altering, and he would gladly have sup- 
ported a moderate measure upon the lines 
the Attorney General seemed to havein his 
mind when he rose to support the Second 
Reading of the Bill. He said a good deal 
about the first clause; that we should 
register the money-lender, should regu- 
late the carrying on of his trade, and pro- 
hibit issue of circulars to young men 
under age and improvident. All that 
was admirable, and if the Government 
had been content to introduce a measure 
of that class, and content with re-defin- 
ing the common law of fraud, he would 
have supported it. Let them re-define 


| the common law in all classes of fraud, and 
Another County Court Judge had decided | 


enact that, unless a money-lender could 
satisfy the Court that the borrower was a 
person of average intelligence with a fair 
knowledge of business, and thoroughly 
understood the interest he was to pay, 
and the conditions of his bargain, then 
the Court could set aside the bargain. 
He would go further and say, let the 
Government enlarge the common law of ° 
duress or provide a redefinition of duress, 
so that if it appeared that the money- 
lender was taking advantage of an appre- 
hension of exposure and scandal on the 
borrower in making the bargain, then 
the bargain should be set aside. He 
would support such a measure, because 
there we should have a legal principle 
which would allow the Judge to deter- 
mine its application to a particular case. 
But if we were to call upon the judicial 
body in the administration of jurispru- 
dence to be guided by no principle except 
their own humanity and sympathies, then 
we would introduce into purely com- 
mercial transactions an element which 
_would lead to confusion and be of no 
advantage to the community. 


was anything more deplorable than | 


another in the administration of the law, | 


it was the inequality of the sentences for 
offences against the person and larceny. 
The Home Office and the Judges them- 
selves had very considerable perplexity in 
connection with the infliction of punish- 
ment attending the commission of crime, 
although there was a great body of tradi- 
tion and a large body of opinion among 


THE FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
| E.): I think it convenient to intervene at 
| this stage, because I rather hope that after 

the time which has been devoted to the 
| Bill the House may now come to a de- 
cision. I shall be very brief; and the 
‘first question I should like to ask the 
House is, what we are, on both sides of 
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the House, agreed upon. I believe we 
are all agreed that the mere magnitude of 
interest charged on a sum of money is no 
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reason for interfering with a bargain come | 
Weare 


to between lender and borrower. 

all agreed that an interest which, on the 
face of it, may seem extravagant, exces- 
; : Ta 

‘sive, and, in the words of the Bill, almost 
harsh and unconscionable, may, if you 


look into the facts, prove an_ interest. 


which does no more than secure the lender 
against the very probable failure of the 
borrower to repay the money. In other 
words, we are all agreed that we ought 
not, under a disguise, to attempt 
to revive the old and _ discredited 
usury laws. The second point on 
which we are all agreed is that there 
are some harsh, unconscionable, and 
tyrannical bargains to which it is absurd 
to apply the term freedom of contract at 
all—bargains which no moralist would 
support, which everyone would like to see 
broken, if they could be broken without 
the destruction of some very important 
principles. Where we differ is as to 
whether the particular machinery which 
the Bill provides for dealing with harsh 
and unconscionable bargains is of a kind 
which interferes illegitimately with free- 
dom of contract between adult human 
beings, and whether the task we impose 
upon County Court Judges and other 
judicial authorities is a task which ought 
to be imposed on them and which they are 
competent to perform. On that point 
authorities differ in opinion. But let it 
not be supposed that there is agreement 
between the opponents of the Bill. The | 
Bill has been opposed by hon. and learned 
‘Gentlemen on the other side of the House 
in very important speeches, not only for 
different reasons, but for reasons abso- 
lutely inconsistent with each other. There | 
was the hon. and learned Member for | 
West Fife, who interested and amused | 
the House the other night for a consider- 
able period, and was the first to lead the 
opposition to this Bill; and there was the 
hon. and learned Member for South Leeds. 
Well, these two learned Gentlemen are 
agreed upon nothing except in their oppo- | 
sition to the Bill. They absolutely and 
fundamentally differ otherwise. The 
hon. and learned Member for West Fife 
says that this equitable power to deal with 
harsh and unconscionable bargains is a 
power which from time immemorial has | 
been inherent in our courts of law ; that | 
the principle of law which Clause 1 em- | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


‘law, between man and man ? 
’ 





Bill. 1196 


bodies is a principle of English law, and is 
not the creation of the revolutionary 
mind of my hon. friend the Under See- 
retary of the Local Government Board ; 
on the contrary, it is a principle which all 
the greatest authorities on English law 
have for many generations extolled as one 
of the glories of our equity system. But 
the hon. and learned Gentleman who has 
just sat down brushes aside with one wave 
of his hand the whole equity system 
of the country. He says: Are you going 


to ask Judges untrained in moral philoso- 


phy and in the humanities to seek in 
their inner consciousness for principles to 
apply to questions of fact, to questions of 
The hon. 
and learned Member for West Fife de- 
clares that Her Majesty’s Judges are 
sufficiently trained in the humanities and 
in moral philosophy to be able to extract 
from their inner consciousness the 
very principles by which problems 
of this kind are to be decided. The 
hon Member for South Leeds is not 
content with demolishing courts of equity 
and abolishing courts of criminal juris- 
prudence, but he tells us that we are 
already under the tyranny of moral 
philosophy and the humanities. He has 
explained to the House that you cannot 
avoid dealing with these problems ; that 
every Judge who triesacriminal has todraw 
from his inner consciousness some moral 
estimate of the guilt of that criminal, 
and to apportion the sentence according 
to the estimate. Surely that is not a 
more difficult problem than is cast upon 
the Judges of the land by this Bill. 


Mr. LAWSON WALTON: I say, do 
not extend it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. and 
learned Gentleman says the principle 
exists, but do not extend it; surely that 
implies that he dislikes the principle. I 
can say that by the confession of the 
lawyers in the House this kind of re- 
sponsibility is, by the nature of the case, 
a responsibility which is forced on all the 
Judges, and has been deliberately under- 
taken by all our great Judges in equity. 
That being so, it seems to me that the 
argument of the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man falls self-destroyed to the ground. 
Is it not as well to make the question clear 
on the face of our Statute-book that this 
kind of equitable jurisdiction which has 
been exercised by practical judges is 
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really part of ourlaw? I have been told, 
and I have no doubt the story is true, 
that there have been County Court Judges 

so impressed by the iniquity of bargains 
otherwise strictly accurate and correct 
brought before them that they have 

given some such decision as this—that 
the debtor is indeed liable for the full 
amount claimed by the creditor, but that 
he need not pay that full amount except | 
at a rate of a penny a week, or some 
trifling sum which will finally extinguish 
the debt at the Day of Judgment. 

That is the argument which was so power- 
fully put before the House by my hon 

and learned friend the Member for 
Leamington. Is it a good thing that that 
kind of technicality should be forced on 
a Judge who feels that he is bound by his 
oftice to do equity? There is a famous 
instance of the way in which usurers may 
be used by technical courts, which the 
dramatie genius of Shakespeare has _ ren- 
dered immortal. For my own part, I 
have always thought that the expedient 
by which Portia demolished Shylock was 
one of the most abominable pieces of tech- 
nical special pleading that ever was con- 
trived. Yes; but it was forced upon the 
Court beeause they had not got this Bill. 
If the principle of my hon. friend’s Bill 
had then been in existence we should, no 
doubt, have been deprived of a dramatic 
masterpiece; but, on the other hand, 
Shylock would, I think, have been treated 
in a manner far more consistent with 
the dignity of a court of law than 
he appears to have been on the occa- 
sion to which I have referred. [Laughter. ] 
The House laughs, but really these con- 
siderations are worthy of being held in 
mind. My hon. friend’s Bill has been 
admitted by its opponents not to be 
revolutionary in its dealings with the law 
of this country. I have stated that in the 
view of the Government we have no desire 
to revive the usury laws in any disguise 
whatever. What we do desire is to 
prevent gross acts of tyranny against a 
small and very helpless class. We do not 
think we are injuring the legitimate 
money-lender, who performs a most useful 
and important function in the general 
social organism. The only thing we in- 
terfere with is the extravagant exercise of 
his power, which, in every age and in 


every country, has brought his profession | 


into disrepute, and which, in some | 
countries, has even threatened the public | 
and social order of the community i 
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which he lived. In these circumstances, 
I have no hesitation in recommending the 
Honse to give the Bill a Second Reading. 
Any Amendments which do not touch 
the principle of the Bill may easily and 
with advantage be introduced in the Bill 
in Committee. 


Mr. BECKETT (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Whitby): I am sorry not to find in the 
speeches of the Leader of the House and 
a number of other members of the 
Government any consciousness of the fact 
that they are dealing with interests of vast 
magnitude to the small traders of the 
country. If the Government inform the 
House before the Second Reading is 
taken that they intend in Committee to 
withcraw the schedule, it will greatly 
facilitate the passing of the Bill. 


Tue SECRETARY To tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RUSSELL, Tyrone, 8.) was understood to 
say that it was the intention of the 
Government to withdraw the schedule in 
Committee. 


Mr. BECKETT: That will remove 
many objections to the Bill. I feel sure 
if the Bill had been drawn up on the 
reasonable lines laid down by the hon. 
Member for York it would have been 
generally accepted ; and I think if it is 
remodelied in Committee in that spirit it 
may prove a very useful measure. i do 
not propose to interfere with the discus- 
sion between the lawyers as to the extent 
of the moral consciousness to be exercised 
by the Judge. All I can say is that it ought 
to be the business of the Judge to 
administer the law as he finds it, and not 
as he thinks it should be. There is no 
doubt that this Bill deals harshly and 
unconscionably with the money-lending 
fraternity, as if they were thieves and 
liars. I venture to say that the bor- 
rowers are not always immaculate. Ac- 
cording to Charles Lamb, the world is 
divided into borrowers and lenders, and 
the borrowers are “free, pleasant, jolly 
fellows,” whereas the lenders are “harsh, 


disreputable gentlemen, who ought never 


to be seen except on business.” If the 


world is divided between borrowers and 
lenders, it is inevitable that money will 
be lent, and the needs of the one and the 
other will determine the contract in either 
case. The question has been frequently 
* What is a money-lender?” and 


asked, 
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the answer seems to me as difficult to; Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): The 
ascertain as that other question, “What | Standing Committee on Law has more 
is truth?” My answer is that a money-| work before it already than it can do. 
lender is a dealer in money, just as a | 
banker or a pawnbroker ; but he has this} Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I will move 
disadvantage, that in 90 per cent. of cases | |that it be committed to the Standing 
the money- Jender lends money without | Committee on Trade instead of the 
any security. That being so, he is entitled | Standing Committee on Law. 
to fair protection, and cer tainly ought not | 
to be singled out for condemnation in this| Motion made, and Question proposed, 
way. My great objection to the Billis | “ That the Bill be committed to the 
the schedule, which fixes the rate of | Standing Committee on Trade, ete.” (Mr. 
interest at 15 per cent., and I am very | 7. W. Russell.) 
glad to hear from the Government that | 
they are prepared to withdraw it, and to; Mr. BIRRELL: In reference to that, 
make concessions on the first clause. If | we have just sent a very important 
they do that, they can make this a very | measure to the Committee on Trade, 
useful measure to the community at | namely, the Companies Bill, which every- 
large. | one will agree is of much greater impor- 
| tance to ‘the community at large than 
Mr. BIRRELL (Fifeshire, W.): Iam | this Bill. I do not see why the 
not at all dissatisfied with the course of | Committee of the whole House should 
this debate, and I feel fully justified in | abdicate its functions. The discussion 
the motion I made on a previous occasion, | will almost entirely turn on Clause 1, 
when the Bill was under discussion, for and there is no reason why, for once, 
its rejection. But having regard to the | we should not have that discussion in 
concessions made by the hon. Gentleman | Committee of the whole House. I hope 
in charge of the Bill, and to what the} the House will not send the Bill to the 
First Lord of the Treasury said in his | over-burdened Standing Committee on 
speech in reply to the speech of the | Trade. 
hon. Gentleman opposite, I may by per- | 
mission of the House ask leave to with-| Mr. BECKETT also thought that the 
draw my Amendment. I understand that | Bill should be remitted to Committee of 
there is an actual promise to strike out | the whole House. 
any reference to 15 per cent. in the} 
schedule, and that Clause 1 is to be} Mr. LAWSON WALTON joined 
amended to the effect that if a Judge has | in the appeal for Committee of the whole 
evidence before him in coming to a con- | | House. 
clusion that the bargain was “harsh and | 
unconscionable it may be set aside, and| Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
that there is to be an appeal on that | Partick) said that all the Bills before the 
question from the County Court Judge. I} Committee on Law were short Bills, and 
cannot bind forty legions; if I could I | could be got through very quickly. It 
would, but I do not want to put the | seemed to him that that Committee would 
House to the trouble of a division on a| be more suitable. 
question of this sort. I only trust that | 
the benevolent dispositions of the Govern-| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
ment shown to-night will be carried out | gather that there is likely to be much 
in Committee. I beg leave to withdraw | difference of opinion regarding the prin- 








my Amendment. | ciple of the Bill, and, as regards the draft- 
ing, I think that could be better done 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. with a Grand Committee than with a 

| Committee of the whole House. As 

Main Question put, and agreed to. | regards the principle, that is a question 

| which undoubtedly the House ought 

Bill read a second time. at some stage to pronounce upon, but 


I think the Report stage would be a 

Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg leave to| very convenient time for that. The 
move that the Bill be committed to the | reason why the Government have selected 
Standing Committee on Law. ‘the Grand Committee on Trade is 


Mr. Beckett. 
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because there is only one Bill before it, 
whereas there are four Bills before the 
Grand Committee on Law. 
circumstances I am disposed to think | 
that the motion of my hon. friend really | 
represents the most expedient course to | to the Standing Committees. 


take. 


CoMMANDER BETHELL 
E.R., Holderness) : I would 


my right hon. friend and the House of the 


effect of sending too many 
Standing Committees. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. G. W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts | 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, Jolin 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, rp Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J(Birm.) , 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasg’w) 


The Grand Com- 
mittees are often very badly attended, | 47. 
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and the House would be astonished if it 
could see the attendance on some of the 
Bills sent up to them. 
to doubt whether we ought to send so 
many Bills of such importance as we do 


I think it is open 


I do not 


| oppose the motion, but I respectfully sub- 
| mit to the House a word of caution on 


(Yorkshire, 
like to remind 


Bills to the 


AYES. 


Fisher, William Hayes 

Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydne 

Gibbons, J. Llo d 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn.Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. HnGJ(StGeorge’s 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hamond, Sir C. (Newcastle) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Holland, William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir William H. 
Hozier,Hon JamesHenryCecil 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnson-Ferguson,JabezEdw. 
Johnston, Wm. (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Langley-Batty 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) 


Cotton-Jodrell, Col.Edw.T.D. | Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 


Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingiaeld- 
Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duckworth, James 
Dyke,RtHon. Sir William Hart 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Ffrench, Peter 

Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
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| Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Macaleese, Daniel 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
K‘Killop, James 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
| Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
| Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
| Monckton, Edward Phili 
| More,Robt.Jas sectineapeniee) 
| Morgan, Hon. ke (Monm’thsh. 
| Morrell, George Herbert 
| Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
| Murnaghan, George 
| Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 


‘TH SERIES. | 2X 


this practice. 


} 





Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 150 ; Noes, 
(Division List No. 164.) 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. C. 
Powell, Sir Francis Shar 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richardson, SitT. (Hartlepool) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T 
Robinson, Brooke 

Royds, Clement»Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


Sandon, Viscount 

Seely, Charles Hilton 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks. 
Stanley, Ed, Jas, (Somerset) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 


Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J.W.(Worerstersh. N.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander(Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS EOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Asher, Alexander 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Cal well, James 
Cawley, Frederick 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Hazell, Walter 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys- -Owen, Arthur C. 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- | 
Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
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Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Sullivan, Donal (Westme: uth) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Don2gal, W.) 





Dewar, Arthur 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | ) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Harrington, Timothy 


Moss, Samuel 





CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) BILL. | 


As amended, considered. 
A clause (Part of 6 and 7 Vict., ¢. 91, 


M‘Crae, Greorge 


Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Price, Robert John 

Prov and, Andrew Dryburgh 
| Rickett, J. Compton Mr. 
| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


| discharged ; 


Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, HenryJ.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoErs— 
Lawson Walton and 
Mr. Birrell. 


WATER SUPPLY BILL. 
Order for epee Reading read, and 
Bili withdrawn. 


s. 58, not to apply to proceedings under | /TRAMWAYS (IRELAND) Acts AMEND. 


this "Act)—-(Mr. Attorney General for Ire- | 
land)—brought up, and read the first vena’ 
second time, and added. 

Another clause (Definition) — (Mr. | 
Attorney General for Ireland)—brought wp 
and read the first and second time, and | 


added. 


It being Midnight, Further Proceeding | 
stood | 


on Consideration, as amended, 
adjourned. | 
Bill, as amended, to be further con- 


sidered upon Thursday. 


CUSTOMS uta (ISLE OF MAN) 


aL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 

Order for Second Reading read. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
ton): The Bill is simply to give effect to 
an Act passed by the local legislature of 
the Isle of Man. 


Kingdom it cannot remain in force longer 
than six months. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): How 
is the integrity of the Empire preserved ? 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Thursday next. 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 


Unless the Act is sanc- | 
tioned by the Parliament of the United | 


considered the 
| accept the Bill without discussion. 


MENT BIL 
Order for Second Beading read. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin Har- 


| bour): I hope the House will allow this 
| Bill to be taken now. 


It is simply a Bill 
| to remove certain difficulties which stand 
in the way of the construction of light 
railways in Ireland, and it assimilates the 
law of Ireland to the law in England. It 
is a measure which the Government 
ought to have introduced, and I can see 
no objection to it. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 


derry, N.): It is a controversial measure 
in many respects, and the Government 
cannot accept it without discussion. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): May 
I express the hope that the Attorney 
General will not take up a non possumus 
attitude towards this measure, but that 
he will approximate his mind to the 
views of Irish Members in the matter. 
We are only asking that the law of 
England should apply to Ireland, and 
we are now met in this unreasonable 
manner by the Attorney General. 


Mr. ATKINSON: 


matter, 


I have carefully 
but we cannot 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I bet you will 


Ordered, That Sir Albert Rollit be dis- | accept it before the session is over. 


charged from the Committee on Registra- 


tion of Firms. 


Ordered, That Mr. Cohen be added to 
the Committee. —(Sti William Walrond.) 


Second Reading deferred till Thursday 
next. 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE 


Wednesday, 27th June, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(Mr. Cald- 
well.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


LONDON, WALTHAMSTOW, AND _ EP- 
PING FOREST RAILWAY (ABANDON- 
MENT) BILL. 


“ For the Abandonment of the London, 
Walthamstow, and Epping Forest Rail- 
way ; and for other purposes,” read the 
first time ; and referred to the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills. 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


PIER 


Read the third time, and passed. 


PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions against, from Kirkintilloch ; 
Glasgow ; and Clydebank; to lie upon 
the Table. 
EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions for alteration, from Govan, 
and Greenock ; to lie upon the Table. 


FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS BILL. 
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LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF 
SALE) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions. 


Petition from Bowling, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Bowling, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING 
LIQUORS). 

Two Petitions from Milford Haven, for 

alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Leith, in favour; to lie 
| upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HOUSES (SCOTLAND) LATER 
OPENING BILL. 
Petition from Bowling, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Havant; 
Warsash ; and Lichfield ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL, AND SALE OF 
INTOXICATING LIQUORS (IRELAND) 
BILL. 


Two Petitions from Milford Haven, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS)TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 


| Petitions against, from Doncaster 
| (two) ; West Hartlepool ; and Hartlepool; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


| Petitions in favour, from Leicester 
| (five); Tedburn St. Mary (two’; Uff- 
/culme; Cheadle; Quarrington Hill ; 
| Page Bank ; Saltford ; Rhydfelen ; Tre- 
|forest; Porth; Clutton; Maidstone 
| (two) ; Litcham ; Temple Cloud ; Warb- 
lington; Pentre; Rhosymedre; Che- 
shire; Keynsham; Bontuchel; Aston; 


Petition from South Kensington, | Renton; Lutterworth; Mount Sorrell ; 


against ; to lie upon the Table. 
VOL. LXXXIV. [FourtH SeriEzs.] 


Sheffield (two); Bowling; Sandford ; 
2Y 
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Yarnscombe; Helensburgh; Merthyr | pool; Oakworth; Bogthorn; Keighley 
Tydfil; Brighton; Llanwnda; Elland ; | (three) ; Aberystw yth ; 3 Caistor ; Brecon ; 
Upper Gornal (three); Aberystwith ; | Brynmaur ; Beaufort ; Saracen’s Head ; 
Brecon; Brynmawr; Beaufort : Brain-| W oodbrige ; Ayr; Perth (two); Rugby ; 
tree; Hartlepool (eight); Rishton ;| Worcester ; Hightown ; Lichfield ; Bovey 
Cowling ; Keighley (four); West | Tracey ; Saltburn- by the-Sea ; Radstock ; 
Hartlepool (two); Holbeach; London ;| Hyde; Coate; Doncaster (two) ; Hock- 
Wellington ; Kelvedon ; Jedburgh ;| ley; Risea ; Mexborough : Silvertown ; 
Bovey Tracey ; Denton (five) ; Rugby ;| Croydon (three); Highworth; Bristol 
Folkeston; West Ham; Birmingham ;| (three); Bramley ; Exmouth; Shrews- 
Haggerston ; New Winchester; Mex-| bury; Manchester; Oxford; Beenham ; 
borough ; Doncaster (five) ; Bristol (five); | Shefford ; Bagshot ; Lambourne ; Stroud 
Holsworthy (two); Ham Street; Shef-| Green ; Tavistock ; Leeds ; New Ww ortley 
ford ; Newbury; Chillaton ; Okehamp- (three) ; Holsworthy ; South Marston ; 
ton ; Yelverton; Whitchurch: Lydford ; | and Highbridge ; to lie upon the Table. | 
Tavistock (four); Mill Hill; Bury ;| 

— Park; Zoar ; Burtle; High | soNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
bridge ; Weston-super-Mare ; and Liver- AMENDMENT BILL. 


pool ; to lie upon the Tabie. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL AND SUNDAY 
CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) BILL. 


favour, from Putford : 
and Sheepwash ; to 


Petitions in 
Black Torrington ; 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions against, from Leith ; Kirrie- 
. muir; and Cumnock; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Leith (two) ; 
Bowling ; Cardross ; Row ; Helensburgh ; | 
Clydebank; Hamilton; Banff; Oban ; 
Monikie ; Rattray ; Glasgow ; Maybole : 
Greenock ; Kinellar; and Fintray; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 


Petitions in favour, 


Heath Town; Liverpool; Birkenhead ; 


Newport (Monmouthshire) (tw 0); Nether-_ | 


field; Quarrington Hill; Saltford; Ted- 
burn. St. Mary ; Okehampton (two) ; 
Cheadle; Rhydfelen; Treforest; Stone 
Allerton ; Weare ; Hackney ; Page Bank ; 
Havant ; Weston-super-Mare (two) ; East- 
leigh ; Pentre Broughton ; Rhosymedre ; 
Sheffield (two) ; Peasedown ; Keynsham ; 
Bontuchel ; Kendal ; Clifton ; Mount 
Sorrell ; Bowling ; Whittington Moor ; 
Trelowth; Great Torrington; Peters 
Marland ; Yarnscombe ; Bradford; Lang- 
tree ; Shebbear ; Stebb Cross ; Sandford ; 
Ashton ; Glasgow; Nottingham ; Hartle- 


| Debt to the credit of the 


20th November, 1899 [by Act] ; 


from Leicester ; | 


| Petitions in favour, from Llanwnda ; 
Rhydfelen ; Treforest ; Brecon ; and 
Aberystwyth ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SAVINGS BANKS AND FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES. 


Accounts presented, showing the In- 
| terest accrued in respect of the Securities 


| standing in the names of the Commis- 


sioners for the Reduction of the National 
Post Office 
| Savings Banks Fund for the year ended 
31st December, 1899, and of the Fund 
‘for the Banks for Savings and the Fund 
for Friendly Societies for the year ended 
to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


| 238.1 


EXPLOSIVES. 
Copy presented, of Twenty - fourth 
| Annual Report of Her Majesty’s Inspec- 
tors of Explosives, being for the year 
1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL. 

Copy ordered, “‘of Memorandum stating 
the nature of the Proposals contained in 
the Provisional Orders included in the 
Water Orders Confirmation Bill.”—(Mr. 
Ritchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
239.] 
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1209 Workmen’s Compensation 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) EXTENSION BILL. 


(THIRD READING.] 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” 


*Mr. H.S. FOSTER (Suffolk, Lowestoft): 
I desire to make a few observations on 
the changes the Bill has undergone since 
it was first introduced to the House. 
The Bill was described last week by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouthshire as one of the most 
important, if not the most important, 
Bill of the session. I do not know whether 
it quite deserves that description, but cer- 
tainly the boon which this Bill will confer 
on the agricultural labourer will, I am 
sure, be largely appreciated throughout 
the country. I was not able to be in my 
place to move the Second Reading of the 
Bill, and my hon. friend behind me, who, 
ever since the introduction of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, has shown a 
strong interest in this subject, was kind 
enough to undertake the motion on my 
behalf. Iam sure it must be satisfactory 
to him, as it is to me, to find that the 
steps we took in 1897 in endeavouring to 
induce the Government to include the 
agricultural labourers within the scope of 
the Bill have borne fruit. In 1897 my 
hon. friend behind me and myself, at dif- 
ferent stages of the Bill, moved amend- 
ments and divided the House for the 
purpose of introducing the agricultural 
labourers. At that time we were met by 
the Government with two or three classes | 
of objections. One was that the Bill 
would impose a burden on the agricul- 
tural interest. Then it was stated that. 
it had not been demanded by the agricul- 
tural labourers. I think the Secretary of | 
State for the Colonies was responsible for 
that statement. Well, both of these 
statements have, I think, been disproved | 
by what has subsequently taken place. | 
With regard to the burden on agriculture | 
some impressions are still felt that this | 
Bill will impose a serious burden. I 
do not think it can be too widely’ 
known that there is no 
tion whatever for that 


founda- | 
impression. | 
because for « mere trifle—3s. or 3s. 6d. | 
per £100 of wages per annum—empleyers, | 
of agricultural labourers will be able to ' 
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' get indemnity from responsible insuranc® 


offices for any liability which may be im- 
posed on them under the Bill. No one 
will contend, in view of that fact, that 
this Bill will impose any serious burden 
on agriculture. With regard to the agri- 
cultural labourers not having demanded 
the Bill in 1897, I can certainly say, as 
representing a division of one of the 
eastern counties, that if they did not 
demand the Bill then they very much 
resented subsequently their exclusion 
from the Bill. I think that events in 
more than one Division of Norfolk amply 
prove that fact. I must consider myself 
fortunate in having got the assistance 
of the Government in support of this 
Bill, because without them it would 
have been impossible to carry the Bill 
through this session, and, more than that, 
I must express my indebtedness to the 
House, without whose assistance generally 
the Bill would not have occupied the place 
it does to-day. It was said on the Report 
stage by an hon. Member opposite that 
the Bill had been emasculated. I do not 
think anyone can fairly make that charge 
against the Bill as it stands to-day. The 
Bill has, I think, been greatly im- 
improved as compared with the neces- 
sarily skeleton form, in which it was 
introducedand passed the Second Reading. 
It was necessary to impose some limita- 
tions, but no one has pointed out more 
clearly than the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for Forest of Dean that these 
limitations were required if the Bill was 
to be really an effective working measure. 
The Government have lent their assist- 
ance in order that it should be a compre- 
hensive measure, and to ensure that every- 
one who ought to be included in its scope 


is included. There was one suggestion 


made on the Report stage which was 
withdrawn, and which my hon. friend 
the Member for the Devizes Division tells 
me he does not intend to propose. I 


i think he exercises a wise discretion in 


not proposing it. I mean the proposal to 
take this Bill out of the operation of a 
recent decision, in which it has been held 
that, under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, unless a workman has been employed 
for at least two weeks, he is not within 
the provisions of the Bill. It is quite 
certain that it never was contemplated by 
the Government or the House he should 
be so excluded. It is certain that the 
decision has come as a surprise to those 
responsible for the Bill, and when an 


2Y2 
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amending measure is proposed, and not 
only amending, but extending the benefits 
of compensation to all classes—a measure 
which cannot be long delayed—that mis- 
take will be remedied, but I think it would 
be open to grave objection that a measure 
dealing only with one class, the agricultural 
labourers, should have an amendment of 
that kind. I trust that when this Bill 

oes to another place Her Majesty’s 

overnment will take as great an interest 
in it there, and ensure as much pro- 
tection for it as in this House, so that the 
measure may be in no sense emasculated 
through fear as to the nature of its pro- 
visions towards agricultural labourers. I 
am sure those who desire to see the 
benefits of compensation not only ex- 
tended to agricultural labourers, but to 
other trades, will regard this measure as 
the necessary precursor of that extension 
at no distant date. 


Workmen’s Compensation 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
join in support of the Third Reading of 
this Bill. I trust that the great hopes 
based upon it will be fully realised in its 
working. This is a measure which be- 
longs to neither side of the House, nor to 
any party. Both sides of the House have 
been equal in their devotion and in the 
efforts they have made to secure the 
passing of this measure into law, just as 
many of us four years ago were interested 
in the passing of the Act of 1897. We 
then endeavoured to do for the agri- 
cultural labourer what we have now done, 
and we were only frustrated by influences 
which had great fear as to the disastrous 
consequences it might have on agriculture. 
As we are nearing the time when we 
shall have again to meet our supporters 
in the various constituencies, our fears 
have become considerably lessened, 
and our courage has risen to the 
occasion. I think we must all recognise 
the influence these events have had 
in ripening our judgment and our opinion 
on various subjects. One very important 
member of Her Majesty’s Government 
has just arrived, and if I might, without 
presumption in one so feeble as myself, 
make a suggestion which would be of 
great value to the Government, it would 
be to occupy the early part of next session 
in an effort to secure the consolidation of 
the law relating to compensation for 
the labourer, and to make it inclusive and 
not exclusive. At the present moment we 


are engaged on a measure which, however | reason. In many eases, as we all know, if’ 
| 


AM. H, S. Foster. 
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good, it is no exaggeration to say is not 
inclusive, except of one industry, and 
even there I fear in the working of it 
many will be excluded whom we intended, 
when passing this Bill, should be included. 
The hon. Member for North Suffolk 
is fully alive to the fact that there is an 
enormous industry, one of the most 
deserving of Parliamentary protection 
and assistance, namely, our sailors and 
our fishermen, still excluded from this. 
beneficent legislation. There is the 
greater part, nine-tenths probably, of the 
building trades still excluded from the 
Act of 1897, and I should strongly advise 
Her Majesty’s Government to thoroughly 
put their house in order with regard to. 
the question of compensation, and to 
bring in a consolidating Bill, making it 
apply to all sections of the community 
who have to work for their living, and 
who are liable to accident in the course 
of their employment. If Her Majesty’s. 
Government will undertake this work I 
am sure on this side of the House they 
will find an undivided desire to assist 
them at every stage of the Bill. If 
such a measure were carefully drafted— 
drafted I mean by experts and not 
amateurs, as some recent Acts are alleged 
to have been—there is no reason why the 
Bill should not be through the House in, 
the course of ten days or a fortnight at 
the outside. I present this handsome 
suggestion to the Government, and I hope 
they will accept it. With regard to the 
measure now before us, I think we may 
say of the labourers— 


“We keep them at bay as long as we may, 
And then, when we must, we give them 
a crust.” 


I hope we shall take larger views of our: 
duty, and that we shall soon see a com- 
plete enfranchising measure that leaves no. 
meritorious case outside its scope, and, 
whoever may have the nominal honour 
of passing this Bill, we shall all rejoice 
in the accomplishment of the task, and all 
join hands most ardently in securing its 
complete triumph as an inclusive scheme. 
I have only one word more to say; I 
have said it before, but I think it will bear 
repetition. Before there is any complete 
settlement of this great scheme of com- 
pensation to the labourers for injuries, we 
shall have to consider a plan for some 
kind of contribution of the State towards 
the funds for this purpose, and for this 
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a small employer was left to meet the 
whole burden of compensation in certain 
emergencies, it might mean absolute ruin, 
and I do not think any employer is en- 
titled to have the whole 
burden cast upon his 


Workmen's Compensation 


the individual, and we should all take a 
share in bearing the burden of those 
undertakings which are necessary to the 
maintenance of the nation and the em- 
pire. I do not think it is a thing we 
should do ina hurry. _ It is easy to con- 
ceive of cases where it is the duty of the 
community to share to some extent in the 
great calamities that do occasionally over- 
take some branches of our industrial 
system. I join heartily in the congratu- 
lations on the Third Reading of the Bill, 
and I only regret that the Bill is not 
wider in its scope. 
little service I could. [Laughter.] I do 
not see why the hon. Member for South- 
west Manchester should laugh. 
been engaged on this question thirty 
years, probably before the hon. Member 
for South-west Manchester ever heard of 
it. I have rendered whatever service I 
could to bring this Bill to its present stage 


by active co-operation, in order that it | 


might become law this session. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk): I entirely agree with 
those who say that this is by far the most 
important Bill of this session, and that it 
is no party quéstion. I somewhat regret 
that the hon. Member who has just sat 
down has endeavoured to make it a 
matter of party recrimination 
the Bill was not passed earlier.  I[ 
quite agree that the hon. 
has given us great assistance with the 
Bill. In the Grand Committee he took a 
keen interest in it, and I am glad to say 


that he and I were always on the same | 


side. He suggests that all industries 


should contribute to a common fund to | 


provide for all accidents. On the part of 
the agricultural interest I most entirely 
protest against that. Qurs is a safe 
undertaking, and we can insure for a 
comparatively small sum, and I do not 
think we ought to provide insurance 
funds for accidents which occur in indus- 
tries which are of a very dangerous 
character. They draw large profits from 
the work of the men, and they ought to 
provide for the risks incidental to that 
work. I rose for the purpose of dispel- 


of that! 
shoulders. ' 
All labour is for the State as well as for | 


I have done what | 


I have | 


that | 


Member | 
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ling, if possible, a misunderstanding which 
has been widely circulated in the country. 
_Anyone who reads the comments which 
' have appeared in the press on the discus- 
sion which took place on the Bill last 
Wednesday will see that the usually 
enlightened writers who follow our de- 
bates so diligently are entirely mistaken 
in one particular, and when there is a 
mistake in the press it is of the utmost 
importance that it should be  cor- 
rected, because people do not read 
Acts of Parliament for themselves. 
The presumption of the law _ that 
everybody knows the law is a vainglorious 
presumption, and is not founded on 
fact. If people read the Act, the mis- 
understanding to which I am going to 
allude would not arise, but if they 
‘take their opinions from the press 
they will be under a misapprehension. 
Nearly everybody takes his opinions from 
the press, or from speakers who take 
their opinions from the press. The mis- 
understanding to which I refer is this. It 
has been widely circulated that there are 
words in this Bill which exclude from the 
advantage of it all agricultural labourers 
_who are not habitually employed in agri- 
culture. It has been said in many papers 
that we have excluded all those who are 
only casually employed in agriculture. 
That of course is not the case. The 
limitation is not one to keep out work- 
men, but to protect certain very poor em- 
'ployers. I think the Bill might have 
been more simply expressed if it had said 
in the first clause that it is to apply to 
every agricultural labourer, and then in 
the second clause that that should not be 
the case if an accident happened when 
working for an employer who does not 
habitually employ one or more workmen. 
If that had been so, no such misunder- 
standing could have arisen. My hon. 
friend has said that there must be some 
' limitation, and I entirely agree with him, for 
this reason. The new liability which we 
are prtting on farmers is for accidents for 
which they are not themselves responsible. 
‘If they are responsible for the accident, 
‘they are now called on to pay compensa- 
‘tion under the law as it stands, but we 
‘are putting on them responsibility for 
‘accidents for which neither they nor the 
' workmen are responsible, and which could 
‘not have been prevented by either of 
‘them. The only logical justification for 
‘that is one of two presumptions—either 
‘that the employer is better off than the 
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workman, or that he is a man of business, 
and having an interest in the lives of his 
workmen, can insure them wholesale 
better than could be done retail. In the 
case of the very small men who do not 
habitually employ one or more employees, 
they are not men of business, and they 


Workmen's Compensation 


have no great wages bill—a regular wages | 


bill which reminds an employer of his 
duty of insuring himself against accidents 
—so that in the case of the small men 
both of these presumptions are entirely 
unfounded. The hon. Member spoke 
of forming a trust. 


bread. 
would be ridiculous to take away his 
bread and give it to others. 
these employers might, while working 
with his labourer, be injured as well as 
the workman. They might be both 
thrown out of a cart and seriously 


injured, and would it be right to add to. 


the sufferings of the employer by taking 
away all that belongs to him and giving 
it to the workman? I am, certainly, not 


very well satisfied with the limitation as, 


it stands, but fortunately there is another 


opportunity for reconsidering this Bill in | 


a place where those present thoroughly 
understand the question of agriculture, 
and I rather gathered from the President 
of the Board of Agriculture that the words 
of limitation will be still further con- 
sidered in that place. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) : I think the thanks of the House 
are due to my hon. friend for his perse- 
verance in this matter, for I believe the 
Bill is one which the House and the 
country will generally approve, and I feel 


a doubt as to whether I ought not to, 


refer in the plural, rather than in the 
singular, to the authorship of this measure, 
as some friendly controversy appears to 
have arisen thereupon. If, however, my 
hon. friends near me are entitled to share 


the credit, I am bound to say that from | 


the energetic manner in which the Mem- 


ber for Lowestoft came to the rescue when | 


the Member for Cricklade threatened its 
existence by overloading upon the Report 
stage, it scarcely needed a Solomon to 
discover the true parent of the Bill. 
There is one thing I should like to take 


this opportunity of pointing out, and that | 


is that a vast deal of misconception and 
strong public feeling in respect to a 
similar measure, of which this is more or 


Mr. Grant Lawson, 
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We must be very | 
careful how we deal out other people’s | 
In the case of the small man it | 


One of | 
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less the outcome, was due to the fact 
that when that measure was presented to 
Parliament and the country there was no 
scheme of insurance submitted in con- 
nection with it, and no precautions taken 
to afford essential information under that 
important heading. The hon. Member for 
Leicester, and others, spoke of insurance in 
connection with this matter. The Work- 
men’s Compensation Act of a previous 
session was hurried through Parliament 
without any proper scheme being pre- 
| pared, and [ trust the experience gained 
with regard to the dangers which arose 
irom that course will be borne in mind. I 
hope that experience will lead the 
Government seriously to consider the 
question of insurance. I think that those 
‘employers who are affected by this Bill 
| are deserving of some guidance if there 
|is not actual participation on the part of 
the State. Icould suggest a source 
whence the necessary funds might be 
derived, which I daresay in _ this 
connection would not be altogether 
unwelcome to the agricultural interest, for 
I say that any Stgte assistance given to 
objects of this kind, in which I include old 
age pensions as well as funds for meeting 
cases of accidents, which fails to reach all 
classes of the community must necessarily 
partake of the perilous character of social- 
ism. Therefore the fiscal provision which 
I have myself indicated is one under 
which every human being would be in 
the position of contributing towards the 
compensation. I trust my right hon. 
friend, the Home Secretary, will realise 
that some facilities should be afforded 
agriculturists—who are not, as a rule, 
very well upincommercial transactions—in 
getting information as to the direction in 
which they should look for assistance and 
co-operation. I do not wish my right hon. 
‘friend to give his imprimatur to any second 
edition of the Liberator Society, and to 
become the manager or director in his 
own person of any organisation for a 
purpose of this kind; but I think some 
assistance ought to be afforded to agri- 
culturists in the remote districts to 
enable prudent persons to know how they 
can guard themselves from undue liability 
| in connection with what is now becoming 
part of the law. Insurance has been de- 
nounced. We have been told that insur- 
ance lends itself to the encouragement of 
| carelessness on the part of the employers, 
and that is an argument which was fre- 
quently used in connection with the Work- 
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men’s Compensation Act. The House and 

the country will not be disposed to lend | 
countenance to that doctrine. I think it | 
is universally recognised that prudent 

persons, especially those who from want 

of capital are not able to act as their own 

insurers, should be insurers in order to 

guard themselves. I hope that my right 

hon. friend will, at any rate before this 
Bill becomes law, see his way to afford 

some reliable information for guidance in 

the quarters to which I have referred. 

The question of exclusion of many occv- | 
pations from the operation of this Bill has 
been spoken of. { own that I object to 
piecemeal legislation. I think to bring in 
a Bill dealing with one class of employment 
one session, and then to hurry through a 
Bill dealing with another class in another 
session, leaving out a large number of | 
occupations, is. scarcely a_ businesslike 
way of treating so important a subject, 
though I de not go the length of saying 
that all callings could be effectually 
included. 


. 
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ber for Leicester to an equal share of 
credit for his party cannot be allowed. 
As to the means of effecting insurance, 
the companies may be trusted to bring 
before employers their responsibilities ; 
and as competition is very great, if one 
company does not offer satisfactory terms 
the employer can go elsewhere for his 
insurance. While I agree that consolida- 
tion is ultimately desirable, I think the 
time has not come for it. There are many 
points which havearisen under the 1897 Act 
of very great difficulty. I think it is 


‘generally admitted that it never was 


intended by Parliament that a man in- 
jured in an employment which he had 
only been in a day or a week should be 
put on a different footing to the man who 
had been in employment more than a 
week. I regret that that condition 


should still remain, and if an alteration of 


the law is made it should be done by an 
amending Act. It will be better to wait 
until the Bill has been extended to all 
trades, or as far as it is intended to go, 


| before an amendment is made onthe ori- 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.): 
The hon. Member for Leicester said he 
did not know why I should laugh while 
he was speaking. I was amused when he | 
was importing, or endeavouring to import, 
into the debate a portion of the credit 
for this measure to his own party. I 
know the interest the hon. Gentleman took 
in the passing of this measure. I notice 
that the late leader of the Liberal party, | 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouthshire, absolutely 
came down here on a Wednesday after- 
noon—a most unusual proceeding on his 
part—and asked us not to discuss this Bill 
atall. In fact I think I am right in 
saying that he asked my hon. friend in 
charge of the Bill to withdraw it alto- 
gether in order that some other Bill in | 
which he was interested should be dis- | 
cussed. I also noticed that the hon. 
Baronet the Member for Carlisle wrote a 
letter to The Times in which he com- 
plained that a discussion had taken place | 
on this Bill. It was a somewhat extra- 
ordinary proceeding on the part of the 
hon. Baronet, for he is well aware that 
we usually discuss Bills in the House. | 
In fact I believe that is what the House | 
is for. Seeing that it is wholly | 
due to the efforts of my hon. friends | 
around me and to the action of the | 
Government that the Bill is likely to | 


become law, the claim of the hon. Mem- | 
| 


| ginal Act. 
‘referred to the word “habitual,” which has 


The hon. Member for. Thirsk 


already given rise to some misconstruction. 
I think the word will lead to much legal 
difficulty in the construction. It is bound 
to give rise to a large amount of litigation, 
until at all events it has been decided by 
the Courts exactly what the word does 
mean. 


*Mr. GEDGE (Walsall): As Member 


|for a large industrial town not directly 
| affected by this Bill, I have not thought 


it necessary to take any active part in 
the framing of the measure. I merely 
rise now to congratulate the hon. Mem- 
bers who have been instrumental in 
passing the Bill, and I am very glad in- 
deed that it is likely to go through this 
House without any further opposition. At 
the same time it seems to me that it was 
perfectly right not to have included 
agricultural labourers in the Act of 1897. 
We were then for the first time intro- 
ducing into the law of this country the 
new principle that a man should be com- 
pensated for any injury he sustained, by 
his employer who had no part in failing to 
prevent or in bringing about the accident, 
which accident also was incidental to the 
employment in which he was engaged, 
and which might be supposed to be taken 
into consideration in fixing the remunera- 
tion for that employment. When we 
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introduced that new principle it seems to 
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me that it was perfectly right to limit it | 


to trades and employments in which | 
there was special danger, and then, after | 
two or three years experience had shown | 
that the Act was really beneficial to the 
employee and that the adoption of a 
system of insurance had prevented the 


terrible danger to employers which was | 


anticipated, to extend it by degrees to 
other employments. I am very glad that 
the agricultural labourer is now to be 
brought within the scope of the 
Act; but when it is stated by my 
hon. friend the Member for Thirsk 
that the Bill is based on two principles, 
that the employer is to be made liable 
for injury to his workmen, first, because 
he is better off than they are; and 
secondly, because he is a better business 
man ; I cannot really assent to any pro- 
positions of that kind. I should like to 
test them by putting them in a negative 
way. Suppose the Bill said that every 
employer should be liable for compensa- 
tion for an injury sustained by any of his 


workmen while in his employment, pro- : 


vided only that the employer should be 
better off than the employee, or was abetter 


man of business ; just conceive any Judge | 


attempting to decide questions of that 
kind. It is altogether a wrong principle 
that the private circumstances of a plain- 
tiff or defendant should be taken into 


account, because they can have nothing | 
to do with the merits of the case. It | 


seems to me an absolutely absurd principle, 


and it would be impossible to determine | 


liability by any such rule. There is a 


principle at the bottom of this Bill much | 


better than these unsound propositions. 
It is that when there is injury from 
an accident in any manufacture the 
cost of compensation in such cases shall 
be considered as part of the cost of 
making the goods, and, therefore, though 
the compensation is paid in the first 
instance by the employer, it is ultimately 
paid by the purchaser of the goods. 
That was the only principle upon which I 
was able to support the Act of 1897, and 
it seems to me to be the only sound prin- | 
ciple in legislation of this kind. In the | 
first instance, of course, the employer 
must pay the compensation, and then he | 
adds that expense to his rent, rates, and | 


other expenses, and fixes the price of his | 


goods accordingly. That is also the prin- 
ciple on which the Act must be extended 
to other trades. 


Mr. Gedge. 
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The system of insurance | 
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has now become universal, and the risks 
are found to be much less than were ex- 
pected. Even in factories where dangerous 
machinery is employed the insurance rate, 
which was 30s. per £100 of wages, is now 
reduced to 6s., which shows that the fears 
| which were entertained that the em- 
| ployers would be ruined have not in 
practice been justified. Then, with refer- 
' ence to consolidation, I hope we may not 
| proceed with it for some little time. We 
| have to see further how the Act of 1897 
| works, and also how this Bill will work, 
and we have to look with great care on 
all the decisions which have been given 
‘by the Law Courts. Workmen, I am 
| sure, had occasion to say once again this 
| morning when we opened our newspapers, 
| Thank God we have a House of Lords,” 
which, not for the first time, yesterday 
performed a most important function 
with reference to the Act of 1897 by 
| wiping away the cobwebs which had been 
placed on that enactment by the Court 
of Appeal. A County Court Judge had 
decided that when fair notice had been 
given within six months of;an injury it 
was sufficient. The Court of Appeal by 
two to one, Lord Justice Romer dissenting, 
overruled that decision on a technical 
point that the notice ought to have been 
a formal notice, but the House of Lords 
yesterday swept that decision away and 
upheld the decision of the County Court 
Judge. There are several cases in which 
the parties have not gone to the House of 
Lords, and in which the Court of Appeal has 
inflicted on claimants some of these legal 
cobwebs. I hope, when the time for con- 
solidation comes, all these decisions will 
be carefully studied, and I hope where 
defects have been shown in the Act they 
_ will all be swept away. I only wish to 
-add, asa Member for an industrial town, I 
did not think it necessary to take part in 
the discussions on this Bill: at the same 
‘time I do not know any persons who are 
‘more anxious that this Bill should pass 
‘than artisans in industrial towns. That 
is certainly the case in Walsall, which I 
‘have the honour to represent. I heartily 
| support the Third Reading of the Bill. 


| *Caprain PRETYMAN (Suffolk, Wood- 
| bridge): I have a very great interest in 
this Bill, and there are one or two matters 
I should like to refer to before it is reada 
third time. I quite agree with the 
hon. Gentleman opposite who said that 
this is not a party question, and | 
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agree also that in a desire to pass 
this Bill into law, there has been nothing 
to choose between the two sides of the 
House, so far as my observation went. 
Nothing has been said or done on either 
side of the House to obstruct this 
measure in any way. Still, I notice that 
the Bill has been used for political pur- 
poses and a certain amount of political 
capital has been made out of it. We on 
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this side of the House have been told : 


that we opposed this measure in 1897, 
and are in favour of it now, because the 
General Election is nearer now than it 
was then. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouth in so 
many words made the same observation 
on the Second Reading of the Bill. 
Many hon. Members, like myself, voted 
against the agricultural labourers being 
included in the Bill of 1897, and now we 
not only vote for that inclusion, but 
have worked for it in every way we 
could. I maintain that these two 
attitudes are absolutely consistent. 
What we said in 1897 was exactly what 
we say now. We have not varied our 
position in any single degree. What we 
said in 1897 was that we were introduc- 
ing avery novel principle which might 
inflict considerable hardship on em- 
ployers ; that we did not know what the 


_or through their landlord. 


liability would be, or what the rate of | 


insurance would be ; and that, although 
the large employer did not much matter, 
it might inflict great hardship on the 
small employer who was no_ better off 


than the labourer. I made inquiries 
in 1897, and was told that the 
premium for insurance was £1, 
then it came down to 10s., then. 


ta 5s, next to 3s. 6d., and now it 
is 3s. Is not that worth waiting for ? 
We have protected the small employer, 
and our interest is not only for the agri- 
cultural labourer, but also for the small 
employer who will come under this Act 
if it passes. We have the interests of 
both classes to consider. The very best 
class of labourer is the man who suc- 
ceeds in saving money and getting a little 
holding for himself. Many farmers in 
the east of England trace themselves back 
two generations to agricultural labourers, 
and these are the men to be encouraged 
and protected. If a man like that who 
has one labourer in his employment has 
to pay £1 or 3s. as insurance is it not a 
matter of great importance to him ? 
When the Bill of 1897 was under dis- 
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cussion we said that it was impossible to 
apply it to all employers, and that we 
should wait for two or three years and 
then extend it. That is exactly what 
happened, and there has been no incon- 
sistency whatever in our attitude. There 
is one matter in regard to the small em- 
ployer which has not been sufficiently 
considered, that is with reference to the 
insurance rates. The minimum insurance 
rate quoted under this Act now is 5s, 
That means that a large employer who 
has a wages bill of over £150 will be able 
to insure at 3s. per cent., whereas the 
small employer whose wages bill is only 
£40 or £50 will have to nay 5s., 2¢., at 
the rate of 15s. per cent. It is therefore 
very important that some means should be 
devised to enable small employers to insure 
themselves by some method of combination 
I think it 
would be an excellent plan if it were pos- 
sible that the insurance should in the 
first instance be paid by the landlord. It 
is not the case that the landlord in, 
many instances can, as has been stated 
bear the burden of insurance himself, but 
what he can do to the great advantage of 
all concerned is to take out a policy for 
his estate and be repaid by the farmers 
when they pay their rents. In that way 
the small tenants will be able to insure at 
a smaller cost. If not through the land- 
lord, he may be able to secure the same 
advantage through some agricultural asso- 
ciation. I do not think it yet appears to 
be thoroughly understood what was stated 
so clearly by my hon. friend the Member 
for Thirsk with reference to the limitation 
in the measure. An hon. Gentleman just 
now seemed to repeat the error into which 
many hon. Members have fallen. He 
appeared to think that in a case of acci- 
dent, compensation could not be paid to 
the injured man unless he had been 
habitually employed by his employer. 


That is not the proposal, and it cannot be 


made too clear what the Bill states. Itis 


not a question as to whether the injured 
man was or was not an habitual employee, 


but whether the particular employer who 
is to be rendered liable had or had not 
in habitual employment at least one man. 


The injured man may have been working 


only for two or three weeks, but whether 
he had been working for a week or a 
month does not affect the question 
if he had been working for an em- 


ployer who habitually employed at least 


one labourer, otherwise no __ liability 
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the Member for Thanet said that he 
objected to this legislation because it was 
piecemeal. I can only say that I believe 
that the great merit of our legislation in 
this country is that it is piecemeal. I 


constantly hear the argument used that | 


some measure is objectionable because it 
does not deal with the whole subject ; but 
is there any hon. Member in this House 
who would be able to deal comprehensively 
and completely with the whole subject of 


workmen’s compensation! We all know | 


that is impossible. We know it is only 
by putting one small measure on 
another that we can proceed. 
matter we have not only to see that the 
agricultural labourer is benefited, but 
also that the small employer does not 
suffer ; and I believe that we have, as far 
as possible, safeguarded the interests of 
both classes, and that the Bill will result 
in great advantage to the agricultural 
labourers. I know from personal experi- 
ence that this measure is welcomed by 
the farmers themselves quite as much as 
by the. agricultural 


large number of them have actually 
insured their men beforehand. A case 
came within my personal notice where a 


man was killed by being run over by a_ 


wagon, and when I made inquiries I 
found that the farmer had insured the 
man under the terms of the Act, and 
that the widow received £75 compensa- 
tion. The farmers are ready to give the 
Act a good reception, and | hope it will 
prove of benefit to the labourers, and be 


an additional bond of union between the | 


two classes. 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, 8.) : 
The hon. Member for the Woodbridge 
Division appeared to imply that I said 
that the landlords were well able to bear 
the insurance under this Bill. I said 
nothing of the kind, and I am sure the 


hon. Gentleman did not wish to mis- | 
‘well how 


represent me. 


*CAPTAIN PRETYMAN: I assumed, as 
the hon. Gentleman wished to put the 
burden on the landlords, that he con- 
sidered that they were able to bear it. 


Mr. STRACHEY : The hon. Member | 


implied that the landlords are badly off, 


and that therefore it would be unfair to ! 
put the burden on them; but it would be , 


Captain Pretyman. 
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In this ' 


labourers. The 
farmers not only do not oppose it, but a | 
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still more unfair to put it on the un- 
fortunate farmers, who are still worse off, 
because if the landlord is badly off his 


‘tenants must be worse off. Then, again, 


the hon. Gentleman rather gave the case 
away when he said that the small farmers 
could combine among themselves volun- 
tarily ; but, if voluntarily, why not com- 
pulsorily, and then the labourer would be 
be certain to get compensation. If the 
word “habitually” had been struck out 
of this Bill, as we attempted to strike it 
out in the interest of a very large class 
of agricultural labourers, then the small 
farmers would combine as a matter of 
course. I think the hon. Gentleman did 
not make his case at all strong. He 
admits that every farmer should insure 
his men, and yet he seems to object that 
that insurance should be compulsory, 
except in the case of large farmers. I 
think the hon. Gentleman gave the whole 
case away. 


CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): This is not the time for 
opening old controversies. On all sides 
of the House it is honestly and really 
believed that considerable benefit will 


accrue to the class concerned by the 


passage of this Bill. At the same time I 
think there is no reason why we should 
not acknowledge that there are elements 
of danger connected with it in certain 
cases, and it is because I realise that 
danger strongly that I rise to make a 
suggestion in the direction of mitigating 


it. Where I see the possibility of danger 


is in connection with the class of smaller 
employers of labour who live in out-of- 
the-way districts, and are not brought 
into contact with town life and who do 
not know what is going on. They may 
neglect altogether to take the precautions 
necessary under this Bill, and they may 
find themselves as the result of an unfor- 
tunate accident liable for heavy com- 
pensation. That is adanger which is not 
only possible, but probable. We know very 
reluctant certain classes of 
farmers are to take any new steps, and 
they will be apt to let the thing slide 
and not make any move in the direction 
of insurance until the necessity of doing 
so is brought home to them by experience. 
I think something should be done to give 
a warning to these classes in time, and to 
put before them the danger they run 
in neglecting to take precautions under 


the Bill. 
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Mr. H. 8. FOSTER: The President of 
the Board of Agriculture has already 
stated that in the event of this Bill 
becoming law the Board will not only 
issue circulars, but also circulate infor- 
mation throughout the country calling 
attention to the provisions of the new 
Act. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY : I was 


not aware that that undertaking had been 
given ; but that was the suggestion I in- 


tended to maketothe right hon.Gentleman | 


the President of the Board of Agriculture. 
We all desire to see that promise fulfilled, 
but I am perfectly certain that it will be 
necessary not only that che information 
should be disseminated as widely as 
possible, but that some suggestion should 
be given to farmers as to where they may 
get the assistance they require. I suggest 
information should be distributed through 
the local chamber of agriculture in each 
district. It is certainly very desirable that 
whatever information they get should be 
correct and genuine, and not spurious and 
haphazard, and I hope this information 
which the Board of Agriculture have 
undertaken to spread will be disseminated 
in every direction, and that it will reach 
all those out-of-the-way places which are 
particularly affected. If this is done we 
shall be relieved of some sad and dis- 
tressing cases where this measure is in- 
tended to do good. I shall be quite 
satisfied if this extra expression of opinion 
from the House insures the dissemination 
of this knowledge among the class to 
whom I have alluded. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk 
Burghs) said this Act applied to a very 
poorly paid class of persons. Agricul- 
ture was much subject to foreign compe- 
tition, but at the same time it must be 
remembered that accidents were very few 
amongst those employed in agriculture, 
and consequently tne rate of insurance 
would be only a trifle. As one who three 
years ago voted not only for the inclusion 
of those employed in agriculture, but also 
for the inclusion of all trades whatever, 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
he rejoiced to know that this step had 
heen taken, and he regretted that the 
Government had not seen fit to bring in 
a measure which would have done a vast 
amount of good in the country to remedy 
the law in other respects so as to prevent 
a vast amount of the litigation which . 
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still went on under the Act. He hoped 
that the Government would,. at the first 
opportunity, bring in a compensation 
measure which would include all the- 
trades in the country.. 


Shipping Bill. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time,.and passed. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIABILITY OF’ 
SHIPOWNERS AND OTHERS) BILL. 
As amended (by the Standing Com- 

mittee), further considered. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid) : On 
behalf of my hon. friend the Member for 
Dundee, I beg to move the Amendment 
which stands in his name, to leave out 
the words “ Without their actual fault or- 
privity.” The object of this Amend- 


‘mend is to secure that the present lia- 
bility as regards the dock authorities 


shall not be altered by the addi- 
tion of these words. I quite understand 
that these words have been put in in 
the case of the dock authorities so as 
to correspond with the same words in the 
Merchant Shipping Act as applied to the 
shipowner, and the object is to preserve 
the law of liability in regard to dock 
authorities exactly as it is at the present 
moment. I move this amendment for- 
mally, but if the promoters are ready te 
accept the Amendment to be moved later 
on by my hon. friend the Member for 
Cork my objection to these words will be 
met. In the meantime I beg to move 
this “Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘“‘In page 1, line 15, to leave out the words 
‘ without their actual fault or privity.’”—(Mr. 
Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange) said these particular words 
were necessary in order to establish the 
reciprocity between the shipowner and the- 
dockowner which was contemplated by 
the Bill. If the dockowner was aware 
that the harbour was in a defective state, 
and he did not remedy it, it was only 
reasonable that the common law of 
liability should be fully extended to him. 
He was glad to hear that the hon. Member 
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did not intend to press his Amendment. | 
In regard to the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for Cork, although they did not | 


Merchant 


think it was altogether necessary, they | 


were willing to accept it. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) said , 
he thought there was more to be said in 
favour of this Amendment than had been 
stated by the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark. When the Merchant Shipping 
Acts first embodied these words there 
was a very large ownership of ships 
either by individuals or by associations of 
individuals who were not registered as | 
companies. That distinction existed in 
the case of docks, for some of them were 
owned by private individuals and some 
by public authorities. In the case of 
harbour boards, which were public 
authorities, the members of them had no 
personal interest in the concerns they 
managed. Those bodies must always 
act by their officers. The distinction 
which the clause would endeavour to set 
up between damage from negligence 
within the “fault or privity” of a dock 
authority and the result of negligence not 
within their privity was an entirely futile 
distinction, because a harbour or dock 
authority always acted through the advice 
of their harbour master, engineer, or other 
officer, and therefore any negligence would | 
by law be imputed to the authority. He | 
did not think that there was any real | 
reciprocity between dock owners and 
shipowners established by this clause. | 
The shipowner would practically always 
escape, because, in 999 cases out of 1,000, | 
he would not be managing his own ship ; 
but the dock authorities would always be 
lizble, because they can only act through 
their officers, and the law would hold 
that the act of their officers was within 
their actual fault or privity, and they 
would be made liable. He should like to 
hear the views of the Solicitor General 
on the subject. 


THe SOLICITOR GENERAL (S'r 
Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) : I 
certainly think that the words as they 
stand in the clause are absolutely neces- 
sary. The clause proposes to limit the 
liability of dock-owners and harbour coni- 
missioners as it is limited in the case of 
shipowners. It does not propose that 
where an accident occurs through actual 
fault or privity on the part of the dock- 
owners or harbour commissioners they 
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should be released from paying the 
penalties. That is exactly the same way 
as the law stands in regard to shipowners. 
The hon. and learned Member for Cork 
seems to think that the circumstances are 
such that the protection will be removed 
in all cases, but I think I can suggest to 
him an example where the Act, as it 
stands at present, would apply. Take, 
for instance, the case of a harbour board 
or dock company who have had before 
them a report from their officers of some- 
thing faulty in the construction or 
arrangement of their docks. That would 
be held to be a matter in which the 
harbour board or the dock-owners had 
been informed, and if damage was done 
in consequence of this fault it would be 
held to be a case “ within the actual fault 
or privity” of the authorities. In acase 
where a fault was brought to their notice, 
and they took no notice of it, they ought 
to be made liable. It is extremely 
essential that the words should stand as 
they are. I think there was a question 
as to whether it might be argued—though 
I do not think it could be argued success- 
fully—that this clause creates a new 
liability, but that will be met by the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Cork, which the promoters of this Bill 
will accept, and then the law as to the 
liability of dock and shipowners will be 
in the same position. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said the words in the clause had 
given rise to an apprehension that there 
would be an extension of liability, but he 
believed that the main thing was a fear 
that a new liability would be created. 
He gathered that those who were in 
charge of the Bill were willing to accept 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Cork upon this point, and he was there- 
fore inclined to take the responsibility of 
advising the hon. Member for Mid Lanark 
not to press this Amendment. 


Mr. CALDWELL: 


my Amendment. 


I beg to withdraw 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The hon- 
Member in charge of the Bill has spoken 
of the necessity of establishing recipro- 
city between the dock owner and the 
shipowner. In order to bring about that 
reciprocity I think the hon. Member will 
see that the Amendment I now move is 
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absolutely necessary. 
Bill is practically a Liverpool Bill. 


*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: No, 


no! 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The hon. 
Member interrupts me because he does 
not know the sense in which I use that 
phrase. I do not mean it in the sense 
that Liverpool only will be protected, 
because I know that there are a great 
many large harbours besides Liverpool to 
which it will extend protection. I simply 
use the phrase as distinguishing harbours 
like Liverpool from harbours of a much 
smaller size, which will get no sort of pro- 
tection from Clause 2. | quite agree that, | 
in the case of harbours like Liverpool and 
Belfast, this clause will give ample pro- 
tection, but the authorities at Cork Har- 
bour will get no sort of protection from 
this clause. In these large ports the limita- | 
tion which is proposed of £8 per ton 
on the tonnage of the largest ship 
entering the port is a very valuable provi- 
sion. But let us take the case of a 
small port like Cork. In Cork har- 
bour we have sometimes some very large 
ships, and even the steamship “ Oceanic ” 
goes there, but such vessels only enter 
Cork harbour for the purpose of taking 
up mails and passengers. They do not 
ship cargo and make use of the harbour 
in the same sense as those vessels use the 
Liverpool harbour. If a vessel of that | 
kind is injured what possible protection is 
it to Cork harbour to say you shall not 
be liable for injuries of that kind beyond 
£8aton? I understand that the case of 
Cork is parallel with the case of a great 
many small harbours in the United King- 
dom. I think that establishes my point. 
If in the Liverpool docks an accident 
happens, or one of the sluice gates on the 
Manchester Ship Canal goes wrong, and 
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In the case- 


| of small harbours like Cork and Dundee 


this is substantially no limitation what- 
ever, and the state of things if this Bill 
passes will be that the shipowner is to be 
protected in this difficulty, and will only 
be liable for £8 per ton on the tonnage of- 


the ship doing the injury, although the 


injury done may be enormously in excess 
of that amount, but if the dock authority 
is unfortunate enough to injure a number 
of small vessels, that authority will be 
liable for the full amount of the damage,. 
and will not have any reference to the 
tonnage of the largest ship entering the 
port. My Amendment would give pro- 
tection here, because it would make the 
limit of the liability the same in both 
cases. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 19, to leave ont from the 
words ‘ tonnage of,’ to the word ‘ power,’ in line 
24, inclusive, and insert the words ‘ such vessel 
or vessels, instead thereof.”—(Mr. Waurice 
Healy.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 


from the words ‘tonnage of,’ to the word 
| ‘trading,’ in line 22, stand part of the 


Bill.” 


*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: In 
reply to the hon. and learned Member 


| oppositeasto whether this clause does estab- 
| lish that reciprocity between shipowners 


and dock-owners which we aim at, I would 
remind him that in case a shipowner 


| becomes liable for damages in respect of 
| a number of vessels, his liability is limited 


to £8 per ton upon the tonnage of his 
own vessel in respect of the aggregate 
Where 
the dock-owner, through whose negli- 
gence a number of ships are damaged, is 
liable the same principle should apply, 


_and the only question is as to what 





a number of small vessels are injured in| the amount of the liability shall be. 
consequence, the dock or canal authorities | The hon. Member has contended that 
will only be liable for damage at £8 pera dock should be treated in the same 
ton. In Cork harbour, however, we) way as a single ship; but that is im- 
should be liable for the full amount | possible, because a dock or harbour is 
of the actual Injury incurred, and | intended to accommodate a large number 
therefore this clause is absolutely | of ships, and therefore it would not be 
no protection for Cork harbour. The | possible to treat a dock as a single ship. 
hon. Gentleman opposite has spoken of | The question as to what would be a fair 
reciprocity, and I invite him by this basis of liability between shipowners and 
Amendment to give us reciprocity. The dock-owners has been very carefully con- 
shipowner is only liable for £8 a ton in| sidered, and after a discussion between 
respect of the ship doing the injury, and | the shipowners and the dock-owners it was 
we should be liable to the extent of £8| agreed that the maximum liability of © 
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-dock-owners or harbour authorities with 
respect to shipping should be measured 
by a sum equal to £8 per ton for the 
largest ship which has entered the dock 
or harbour during the five years pre- 
vious. We considered that to be a fair 
measure of liability on the part of the 
dock or harbour authorities in relation to 
shipping. They would then be protected 
in case a mishap occurs on a large scale 
by which a large number of vessels are 
damaged, for then the dock-owner would 
only be liable to the extent of £8 a ton 
in respect of the aggregate damages. 
What shipowners require ris to have a! 
full indemnity in individual cases. If an 
accident occurs through some act of 
negligence they want to be able to 
recover in full, and in nine cases out of 
ten this clause enables that to be done. 
Take as an instance a ship of 1,000 
tons. Suppose she is wrecked with her 
«cargo, owing to the neglect of the dock 
authority. That ship with her cargo 
may be worth £30,000, but the amount 
recoverable under the Amendment of 
the hon. Member would only be about 
£8,000. With reference to what the 
hon. Member for Cork has said about this 
being a Liverpool Bill, that is not the 
case, as the Bill is the result of an agree- 
ment arrived at between the shipping 
-associations and the principal dock and 
harbour authorities throughout the United 
Kingdom. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I did not 


intend it as a term of reproach. 


*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: I 
agree that all ports are not equally 
“benefited by this Bill, but it is impossible 
‘that there can be any general rule which 
will work out the same in every case. All 
‘ports do benefit, but not to the same 
extent. In the case of Cork harbour, if a 
‘large steamer is lost through the negli- 
gence of the Cork harbour authorities 
this Bill places a limit to their liability. , 
‘It is not possible to have a general rule 
which will work out the same in every 
case. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he failed to see 
«any reciprocity whatever in the clause as 
‘it now stood. The liability of shipowners 
‘was limited to £8 per ton in the event of 

their vessels damaging the doeks-—he 
meant £8 per ton on the tonnage of the 
“vessel causing the mischief. But if, on 


Mr. Charles McArthur. 
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the other hand, the dock authority caused 
damage to a vessel, its liability was not by 
any means limited to £8 per ton on the 
tonnage of that vessel, and in the case, 
say, of a vessel of 1,000 tons burthen the 
liability would not be limited to £8,000 ; 
it would be based on the tonnage not of 
the vessel injured, but of the largest vessel 
entering the dock during the preceding 
five years. Where, then, did the recipro- 
city come in? The tonnage of the vessels 
entering some ports might be compara- 
tively small ; but then, as the value of the 
cargo was included, a vessel of 1,000 tons 
register might easily prove to be worth 
£20,000 or £30,000, and if that ship and 
its cargo were sunk the responsibility of 
the dock authorities might practically go 
to the extent of £24,000, because on some 
previous occasion a vessel of 3,000 tons 
register had happened to call at that 
particular port. That showed the diffi- 
culty of treating a dock company on the 
same lines as a ship. The limit of £8 per 
ton was agreed to in the case of a ship 
because it was realised that a vessel was 
engaged in a more or less hazardous enter- 
prise, and had to run risks which were 
unavoidable. But the case of a dock 
authority was very different. It had nv 
difficulties of navigation te-deal with, and, 
to his mind, there was no reason why 
there should be any limit at all. The 
fact was, a bargain appeared to have been 
struck between the dock authorities on 
the one hand and the shipowners on the 
other. They had come to an agreement 
to limit their respective liabilities, and 
now this Bill was being forced through 
the House of Commons on a Wednes- 
day afternoon, when there was no- 
body present interested in it except 
the dock authorities and the shipowners. 
He had a strong objection to Bills going 
through the House in that way. He 
thought it would be better to delete this 
clause altogether. There could not be 
said to be reciprocity when the ship- 
owner's liability was limited to £8 per 
ton in the event of his vessel damaging 
the dock, while the dock authority's 
liability, on the other hand, extended to 
£8 per ton not merely on the vesse 
damaged, but on the largest vessel that 
happened to have entered the dock 
during the preceding five years. 


*Mr. WARR (Liverpool, East Tox- 
teth) : This Amendment is pressed in the 
interest of the dock-owners. It is very 
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much easier to argue that a shipowner is | 


entitled to a limit of liability than it is 
that a dock-owner should have any such 
limit granted him. I remember that in 
the debate on the Second Reading on 
this Bill the hon. and learned Attorney 
General said the subject of limiting the 


liability of shipowners was well worth | 


discussion, and he did not think there 
was any real answer to their claim to 
such a limit. The problem now is to 
give the dock-owners also a limit, and it 
seems to me that the terms in which 
the Amendment has been moved and 
supported by hon. Members show that 
there is a singular confusion of ideas with 
regard to the limit of liability. 
limit is fixed upon the assumed value of 
the thing which does the injury, not of 
the thing to which the injury is done. 
If it is a ship that causes the injury its 
liability is fixed at £8 per ton, that 
being for that purpose assumed to be 
the value of the ship, but should it be 
the dock which is responsible for the 
mischief to the ship then the problem 
arises, what should be the limit of lia- 
hility of the dock authority ? You have 
to find, if you apply the same principle, 
not the value of the ship or ships injured 
by the neglect of the dock authorities, 
but some value which can be assumed 
to be the value of the dock for the pur- 
pose of assessing the dock-owner’s lia- 
bility. At the present moment the dock- 
owner has unlimited liability. You 
cannot base the limit of the dock’s 
liability upon the value of the vessel 
which the dock has injured. Shipowners 
are most anxious to arrive at some limit 
of liability on the part of the dock- 
owner, and they save therefore agreed 


that the assumed value of the dock shall | 


be based upon che tonnage of the largest 
ship entering during the preceding five 
years. I admit that that is not logical, 
but then it is impossible to put the matter 
on any logical basis. 


dock, and, if this is not a very favourable 
arrangement for the dock authorities, I am 
very greatly mistaken. The provision is 
one from which the dock authorities have 


everything to gain and nothing to lose. 


I hope, therefore, the House will see fit 


to accept the limit proposed by the clause | 
as it stands, as it embodies a compromise 
made between the different interests who 
alone will be affected. 
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We must, however, | 
have some basis for the valuation of the , 
‘the Amendment would wreck the Bill, 
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*Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Blackfriars) 
agreed with the last speaker that this 
provision of the Bill was in the 
nature of a compromise and had no 
logical basis. Undoubtedly the value of 
a dock was enormously greater than that 
of a ship. Take the case of the Liver- 
pool Docks. He believed their capital 
value stood in the company’s books at 
eighteen millions sterling, and a vessel 
damaged in entering them would prob- 
ably not be worth a thirtieth or fortieth 
part of that sum. That showed the 
enormous difference between the value 
| of a dock and the value of a vessel ; and, 
although the compromise which had been 
arrived at would no doubt act unequally, 
it was impossible to have any scheme of 
arriving at a valuation which would not 
also have unequal operation. Still he 
contended that the compromise to which 
his hon. and learned friend objected was 
better than the position in which the dock 
authorities stood at the present moment, 
ot having an unlimited liability. If his 
hon. and learned friend could suggest any 
other method which would be fair all 
round, the House, no doubt, would gladly 
' consider it ; but, as he believed the clause 
_as it now stood would be a welcome relief 
| to both shipowners and dock authorities, 
he hoped that the Amendment would be 
withdrawn. 


Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.) 
said that, speaking on behalf of the 
Manchester Ship Canal Company, he 
wished to point out that they had a deep 
interest in this matter. The opposition 


, to this clause came from Queenstown. He 


was quite prepared to admit that his hon. 
and learned friend was justified in stand- 
ing up for the interests of that port. But 
he thought he might fairly appeal to him 
to consider that there were not other in- 


| terests which required safeguarding. So 


far as Manchester was concerned he had 
no authority to say that the carrying of 


but he would assert most distinctly that 
Manchester would withdraw its support 


‘from the Bill, and that, he thought, was 


a matter worthy of very serious consider- 
ation. He would ask the hon. and 
learned Member to consider if the Bill, 
after all, was not more in the interests of 
, Queenstown than the law as it at present 
stood. He hoped that, having regard to 
‘the interests of the Manchester Ship 
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Canal, the hon. and learned Member | Upon, and it has been embodied in the 


Bill. As regarded harbours like Cork, 
| with which I am somewhat familiar, and 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said| some harbours in this country, I fully 
there was undoubtedly a great difference | concede that the proposal contained in the 
between England and Ireland with regard | Bill does not give the same amount of 


would withdraw his Amendment. 
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to port and harbour authorities, and there | 
was a strong feeling in a number of Irish | 
ports that the shipowners in the House, 
who constituted a very powerful interest | 
—more powerful, indeed, than the rail- 
way interest, because they worked more | 
unitedly—had been able to prevent the | 
Irish port authorities having so good a} 
show as they were entitled to. The. 
English port authorities, in his opinion, | 
had, in coming to an agreement on this | 
Bill, entirely omitted to take cognisance 
of the poorer ports in Ireland. No doubt 
the Bill would be a great advantage to 
such places as Liverpool, but it should be 
remembered that the Irish ports were _ 
largely ports of call, and did not get the 
benefit from cargoes and passengers which 
the English ports reaped. He quite 
accepted the view of the last speaker | 
that the Manchester Ship Canal Company 
deserved consideration. But the point | 
was whether that consideration ought not 
to be given by means of a private Bill, in 
view of the exceptional position of that 
undertaking. Was it fair that they 
should be asked to legislate for the whole 
ecuntry on the basis of an exceptional | 
undertaking like the Manchester Ship | 
Canal, which had special difficulties in 
the shape of locks, ete.? He hoped they 
would have some statement of the views , 
of the Government. The Solicitor 
General should remember that in this 
matter he represented both England and | 
Ireland, and although it had been said ; 
that Dublin sanctioned this Bill, it was 
clear that Cork and Belfast were opposed | 
to it. 

sir EDWARD CARSON: The points | 
raised by the hon. and learned Member | 
have been very fully considered by the | 
Board of Trade and by the Government | 
Departments concerned in the Bill. 
Certainly the proposal to which exception | 
is taken is not a logical or an ideal pro- 
posal. The Board of Trade, however, | 
have endeavoured to obtain as far as pos- | 
sible the views of the great a yriaggesi 
and associations represented, and in the 


| like to remind him that in this 


relief as is given to larger harbours, but 
that is not saying that they get no relief. 
When we speak of reciprocity, we cannot 
give the same benefit in all cases. The 
Bill as it stands does deal in all cases 
with limitation, and if it is abandoned or: 
not passed the advantage which would be 
conferred under limited liability will be 
lost. If the Bill is not passed there will 
be no limitation at all. Under the cir- 
cumstances, as this is a matter mainly 
concerning ship-owners and dock-owners, 
it seems reasonable that they should put 
their heads together and try if some 
reasonable way cannot be found to bring 
about a limitation of liability. I hope 
the Amendment, therefore, will not be 
pressed. 


Sir WILLIAM HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester, N.W.): I also trust that 
the hon. and learned Member opposite 
will not press this Amendment. I should 
Sill as. 
originally introduced there was no pro- 
tection whatever for the dock authority ; 
in fact, the limitation of liability under it 
would have been against the dock-owning 
authorities. Under these circumstances 
I ventured, on the Second Reading, to 
oppose the Bill, and the promoters of it 
at once agreed to consider the question of 
reciprocity. This clause is the result of 
that consideration. We must all realise 
that the standard measure of limitation 
of liability is illogical. It is an imaginary 
standard, and to a great extent the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark is quite right in 
saying that there is no absolute recipro- 
city. It was necessary, however, that 
some kind of compromise should be 
arrived at, and I believe that on the 
whole this clause represents the most 
satisfactory form. Cork harbour may 
not receive the same amount of protection 
as is given to other places, but un- 
doubtedly this Bill will place it in a 
better position than it stands in under the 
present law. Under these circumstances 
I hope the hon. Gentleman opposite will 
see that every effort has been made to 


same way they have the opinion of the | arrive at a fair arrangement, and I trust, 
dock-owners that the proposal as to limi-| therefore, he will not press his Amend- 


tation is the only one they can agree | 
Mr. Platt-Higgins. 


ment. 
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Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I | brought in the liability of the harbour or 
quite agree with the hon. and learned Gen- | Conservancy authority might extend to an 


P : end- amount not exceeding £8 per ton of the 
a vo a we ee tonnage of the largest registered British 


ment, but in the Standing Committee we ship which within a period of five years 
discussed practically the same Amend- previous to the damage had been 
ment, with the result that we arrived at “within” the area over which the 
the best conclusion we could under the | authority exercised any power. It was 
circumstances. I agree with the hon. and | pointed out when the Bill came before 
learned Gentleman that as things stand | the Standing Committee on Law that the 
the liability is not accurately measured, | word “within” might have the effect of 
but there were difficulties on both sides. | admitting within the clause vessels which 
The representatives of port and dock | simply passed through the area of the 
boards all over the country met and con- | port or entered it for shelter, and it was 
sidered this question, and arrived at what | agreed, and I think correctly, that it 
they conceived to be the best possible; would not be right that the maxi- 
solution. If we endeavour to raise fresh | mum liability of the port should 
discussion now I am afraid the result will! be fixed in relation to vessels 
be that we will not get the Bill at all. I| which had entered it for a tem- 
therefore appeal to the hon. and learned | porary purpose in the course of @ 
Gentleman to allow the Bill to stand as it | yoyage elsewhere. To meet that view 
is, because we have practically agreed as| the words “trading to or from” were 
to what can be done under the circum- | suggested on the spur of the moment as 
stances. | indicating the description of vessel to 

|which the clause would apply. After 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY : In deference | careful consideration it was found that 
to the appeal which has been made I will | these words were also open to objection. 
ask leave to withdraw this Amendment. | Qnecobjection ‘was. thas, hey. nigRt Bot 
” : : 2 | have the effect intended. because it might 
I protest against the manner in which the | be argued that a vessel which passed 
Government have treated foreign countries through the area of a port was * trading 
as compared with the manner in which | to or from” that port and might con- 
they have treated Ireland. In asking | sequently come within the clause. Let 
leave to withdraw the Amendment I beg | us take a concrete case. Suppose a vessel 
to give notice that on a subsequent | from Glasgow entered Greenock forshelter 
Amendment I will again raise the ques- | it might be held that that vessel was “trad- 
tion of the unfair treatment meted out to | ing to or from” the area of the latter port. 
the port of Cork under this Bill. | Then again the word “ trading” is a very 

| ambiguous term and would exclude from 

Sir EDWARD CARSON : This is not | the scope of the clause ships in graving 
a Government Bill. It is a measure | doo although it is intended that the 

airs | Bill should apply to them. Suppose a 
W hich has been brought forward by the | ship in a graving dock were damaged, if 
shipowners and the dock-owners, and if | these words were retained there would be 
an Amendment had been agreed to by | no maximum liability at all, because the 
both sides the Government would not | vessel could not be said to be “trading 
depart from their attitude of agreement | to or from” the port. After considera- 
with what was acceptable to all parties | tion it was considered better to restore 


concerned. | the Bill to its original form, so as to in- 
| clude all vessels within the area of a port. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. and then to add an Amendment taking 


| out those vessels to which the clause was 
" /not intended to apply. I hope the 
“Me. CHARLES ae On | Amendment will be nn | . 
behalf of the hon. Member for Linlithgow | 


I beg to move the Amendment standing | 
in his name, which I may say has been | 
“In Clause 2, page 1, line 22, to leave out 


agreed to by all the parties to this Bill. is’ wanda: * tradi , 3: 

é : g to or ‘from’ in order to 
I will briefly state to the House the jnsert the word ‘within.’” —(Mr. Charles 
object of this Amendment. As the Bill was | McArthur.) 
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Amendment proposed— 
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Question proposed “That the words 
‘trading to or from’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY : Before this 
Amendment is accepted, I wish to be satis- 
fied that it is not a further assault on the 
position of Cork Harbour. As the hon. | 
Gentleman explaiued it, I do not think | 
any exception can be taken to it, but | 
when we consider the change in the | 
wording it appears to me that it might | 
give rise to very great difficulty. AsI 
understand it, the effect of the Amend- , 
ment is this. As the clause left the 
Standing Committee, the limit of liability 
was based on the largest vessel “ trading 
to or from” the port. Under the Amend- | 
ment now proposed the limit of liability 
is to be based on the tonnage of the 
largest vessel which has been “ within ” 
the port during the preceding five years, 
with certain qualifications pointed out in | 
a further Amendment. I have in my 
mind the case of the ocean liners calling | 
at Cork. They do not represent the 
normal shipping of the port at all; they 
simply call to pick up passengers and 
mails, but the bulk of their passengers 
and cargo are taken on at Liverpool. As 
this clause originally stood, I think it 
might fairly be argued that these vessels 
were not “ trading to or from” the port 
of Cork, but if the Amendment now pro- , 
posed is accepted, any vessel which has | 
been within the area of the harbour, with 
the limitations mentioned in the next 
Amendment, would come within the scope | 
of the clause. The hon. Member has | 
very carefully protected the interests of | 
his own port in the Amendment which 
he has introduced; perhaps, I ought | 
not to say his own port, because | 
I am not sufficiently acquainted with | 
Leith, but at any rate the ports where | 
shipbuilding is carried on and graving 
docks exist are very carefully protected 
by the Amendment of the hon. Member. 
I think I have proved that the Amend- 


{COMMONS} 


spoken of. 


| Member has just suggested. 
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within that area.” I think it is plain 
that injury will otherwise be inflicted on 
| the port which I represent. The limit of 

the liability of the port should be its 
| normal shipping, such as ships loading or 
| unloading cargo, but as the Amendment 
| stands large Atlantic liners which cannot 
| in any way be said to trade to or from thé 
port would be included. 


Shipping Bill. 


Mr. WARR: I am not at all sure that 


| the words “ trading to or from” which it 


is proposed to omit would not be held to 


‘include Atlantic liners calling at a port 


to land mails and passengers. The very 


| effect of this Amendment is to protect the 
port of Cork from liability to the danger ° 


which the hon. and learned Member has 
The object of the second 
Amendment is that the liability of the 


port shall be measured by the vessels 


which are really within the port, not by 
the vessels which call at it. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I do not think that 
the Amendment suggested, coupled with 


the Amendment that follows, really gives 


the port of Cork the relief wnich the hon. 
The words 
“trading to or from” might, no doubt, 
be held to include the ‘“ Oceanic,” sup- 
posing it landed mails, and therefore that 
vessel might be held to be the measure 


of the liability of the port. The second 
Amendment only refers to vessels which 
have entered a port for safety or have only 


passed through, which is a very different 


thing from a vessel entering a harbour 
such as Cork to land passengers and 
mails. Such a vessel is not taking shelter, 
and it is doing something more than 
“ passing through.” This limitation might 
apply to wide areas, such as Glasgow or 
Leith, but it certainly would not help 
' Cork in any way. There would, of course, 
| be the chance of the words “trading to or 
'from” being interpreted as the hon. 
| Member suggests, but they are obviously 
| open to a great deal of discussion. 





ment would be a distinct assault on the | 
interests of Cork harbour, which I repre- | 
sent, and I shall certainly oppose it unless; Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS: I am quite 
I get some pledge from the promoters of | sure nothing is further from the minds of 
the Bill to extend the qualifications set the promoters of this Bill than to make 
forth in the second Amendment by the | any attack on Cork harbour. I think the 
addition of such words as “ or that it has | hon. Member for Cork put his case a 
unloaded or loaded mails or passengers | little too high. He said that the large 
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ocean liners calling at the port of Cork | 
are rather a nuisance than otherwise. 
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Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Oh, no; I) 
never said that. 


Mr. PLATI-HIGGINS: I consider 
that these ships confer a certain amount | 
of advantage on Cork, and I would be 
sorry to see them withdrawn. I hope 
the hon. Member will put one thing 
against the other, and that when we 
release him from any idea of thinking 
that these liners are a nuisance he will | 
release us of any idea of intending to 
make an attack on Cork. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Surely it is 
legitimate that we should put forward 
local points as they strike us. That is no 
justification for the hon. Member saying 
that we regard these ocean liners as a 
nuisance. We got them after a struggle 
of many years, and we have built at 
enormous cost facilities for them, but at 
the same time we do not want to be in 
the position in which Liverpool will be 
under this Bill, Ought Cork to be 
placed in the same position as Liverpool, 
which has all the advantage of the 
initiation of this Atlantic cargo and 
passenger trade, whereas only a score or 
two of passengers and a few bags of mails 
are put offat Queenstown? Weare within 
our rights in pressing the case of Cork, 
and in taking steps to prevent the Cork 
Harbour authorities being onerated in 
the same way as the harbour authorities 
at Liverpool, Hull, and other great ports. 
We have put our case in a moderate form, 
and in view of our anxiety that some 
compromise should be arrived at, I think 
our action should not be treated almost 
as if it were an act of treason. 


Sir EDWARD CARSON: I should 
like to suggest to the hon. and learned 
Member for Cork that the words pro- 
posed in the Amendment are really better 
than the words in the Bill from his point 
of view. The words in the Bill are 
“trading to or from,” and he seemed to 
think that it was perfectly clear that the 
“Qceanic” or any other Atlantic liner 


calling at Cork harbour for the purpose 
of taking off passengers and mails would 
not be held to be trading to or from that 
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I should be inclined to take the 


Shipping Bill. 
port. 


| opposite view. It certainly would appear 


to me to be very difficult to draw distine- 
tion between a port where passengers and 
mails are embarked and the ultimate port 
of call. If that were held to be trading, 
then the words in the Bill would bring 
these Atlantic liners within it; scope. 
Then as regards the words in the Amend- 
ment, “passed through such area on a 
voyage between two places,” I do not in 
the least say that it is clear that they would 
include Atlantic liners under the circum- 
stances mentioned, but I think they are 
quite as good as the words in the Bill. I 
have not made these obervations in any 
hostility to Cork. For my own part, I 
should be very glad to see Cork having all 
possible advantages, but I do not think 
that anything would be gained by refusing 
to pass the Amendment. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : The 
specific question is, I understand, whether, 
under the words now proposed to be in- 
serted, the limit of liability in the case of 
Cork would apply to the Atlantic liners. 
Cork is no more protected by the words 
of the Amendment than it is by the words 
jn the Bill. I would call the attention of 
the promoters of this Bill to the fact that 
at regards these words and other words to 
which exception has been taken, opposi- 
tion and criticism have come from Scotch 
and Irish Members. The plain inference 
to be drawn from that is that the pro- 
moters of the Bill would be wise if they 
consented to insert a clause that the Act 
should not apply to, Scotland or Ireland. 
If they assented to that, all opposition 
would be withdrawn. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I will not 
persist in my objection to the present 
Amendment. 


Amendment agreed to. 


*Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: I 
now beg to move the second Amend- 
ment standing in the name of the 
hon. Member for Linlithgow, up 
to and including the word “area” 
in the fifth line, and excluding the words 
“or that it has been fitted out, ballasted, 
or repaired within that area.” The first 

222 
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part of the Amendment was that put 
down by the hon. Member for Linlithgow, 
and it was accepted on behalf of the 
shipping and docks representatives. The 
words which I have omitted appeared on 
the Paper for the first time this morning, 
and I have since received a communica- 
tion from the hon. Member for Linlith- 
gow, stating that he did not press for 
the inclusion of these words, and asking 
me to move the Amendment 
out them. ‘The Amendment which I 
now beg to move excepts vessels which 
have only passed through the area or 
have put in for shelter. There appears 
to be no reason why an exception should 


{COMMONS} 


with- | 


templated in this Bill. 


be made in the case of vessels which have | 


been fitted out, ballasted, or repaired 
within the area. They pay dues to the 
port, and there is no reason why the port 
authorities should repudiate their obliga- 
tion in regard to them. A further reason 
is that if these vessels were excluded, in 
the event of an accident the amount 
which would be recoverable would be 
altogether out of proportion to the value 
of the vessel. Take the case of a large 
Cunard steamer that may be worth 
£300,000 or £400,000. The Bill as it | 
stands proposes to reduce the maximum 
liability from that amount to £8 per ton 
on 14,000 tons, or £112,000. That is a' 
very great concession. Shipowners will 
not assent to such vessels being further 
exempted, and the majority of the dock 
authorities do not wish them to be so 
exempted. 


Amendment proposed— 


** In Clause 2, page 1, line 24, after the word 
‘power’ to insert the words ‘A ship shall not 
be deemed to have been within the area over 
which a harbour authority or a conservancy 
authority performs any duty, or exercises any 
powers, by reason only that it has taken 
shelter within or passed through such area on 
a voyage between two places both situate out- | 
side that area.’”—(Mr. Charles McArthur.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
move to add the following words, “ or 
that it has loaded or unloaded mails or 
passengers within that area.” I think I 
am justified in saying that as the Bill | 


now stands it cuts agaiust the port I | 


| View. 
delighted that they call at the port, and 


| pool benefits ? 
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originated in the peculiar position of 
Liverpool, and in the special liabilities 
which have arisen in connection with the 
Manchester Ship Canal. I have not the 
smallest desire that that great commercial 
concern should not get from this House 
the treatment that it deserves, but I think 
it is unfair to deal with small ports on a 


basis specially suitable to the Manchester 


Ship Canal. It is only in the case of the 
Manchester Ship Canal that we can even 
imagine such serious accidents as are con- 
It would be quite 
impossible that they could occur in any 
ordinary dock. When, therefore, it is 
proposed to change the whole shipping 
law of the United Kingdom, it is unfair 
that no distinction is made between small 
ports in Ireland and ports such as Liver- 
pool and Hull. My proposal is that the 
port of Cork should not be treated under 
this Bill as if it were the port of Liver- 
pool. That is all I ask. The hon. 
Member opposite ventured to say that I 
referred to these ocean steamers calling at 
Cork as a nuisance. That is not our 
We are not so absurd. We are 


we benefit from them in many directions, 
and I must proceed to argue my case on 
the basis that Cork does benefit by these 
steamers calling at the port. But can 
anyone say that the port of Cork benefits 
by these liners in the same way as Liver- 
Such a statement would 
be absurd ; and, accordingly, while these 


| provisions may be perfectly fair to the- 


port of Liverpool and to other large ports, 
they are not fair in the case of Cork, be- 
cause the Atlantic liners do not use that 
port as they use Liverpool, and only 
confer upon Cork a fraction of the benefit 
they confer on Liverpool. I suggest that 
when we are devising this measure of 
liability, and are founding it upon the 
traflic of a port and the ships using that 


_ port, we should take as the measure the 
‘normal trattic of the port. 


In the case of 
Cork the liners do not even come along- 
side the quay, and very often do not come 
inside the harbour at all, in many cases 
taking passengers and mails from a tender 
outside the limits of the harbour. I 
thought it would be at least arguable that 
these liners were not trading to or from 
the port of Cork. I may be wrong, but 
I do not know whether it would be 


represent and other small ports in Ireland. | similarly arguable that, in the words of 
I began by describing this Bill as a Liver- | this Amendment, they are merely passing 


pool Bill. It is admitted that the Bill | through on a voyage between New York. 


Mr. Charles McArthur. 
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and Liverpool. Perhaps that would be 
arguable also. We are now passing an 
Act which will settle the measure of the 
liability of Cork on the basis of these 
ocean liners, whereas it ought to be 
measured by the vessels using the port. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ After the words last inserted, to add the 
words ‘or that it has loaded or unloaded mails 
or passengers within that area.’” - (Mr. 
Maurice Healy.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. PROVAND: I think it has been 
tried to be shown in this debate that the 
larger ports in England and Scotland are 
being treated in this Bill with exceptional 
favour as compared with smaller ports, 
and especially as compared with the port 
of Cork which my hon. friend represents. 
I think that is not taking a fair view of 
this Bill. The Bill is the best com- 
promise that could be arrived at by 
those who considered it. The hon- 
and learned Member says that Cork 
should have separate treatment, because 
the Atlantic liners only call there, and on 
many occasions do not enter the port at 
all. I have passed the port of Queens- 
town some thirty or forty times. Coming 
East the steamers do not enter the port, 
but going West they usually, although not 
invariably, enter it. Then he says that 
the vessels do not go alongside a wharf, 
and only discharge mails and passengers, 
because there is no cargo to be shipped 
or discharged, but, if cargo offered, the 
case would be different. The argument 
put forward by the hon. and learned 
Member for Cork is, that because the 
large steamers require very little service 
in the port of Cork, that therefore it 
should. be exempt from the provisions of 
the Bill. But the harbour authorities 
benefit by the dues which these vessels 
pay. The Bill is a fair compromise, and 
makes dock owners liable on the basis 
of the tonnage of the largest vessel which 
has been within their area, although the 
tonnage of the vessels usually trading to 
the port may be of far less tonnage. And 
this applies to Glasgow. Vessels as large 
as the “Oceanic” are built in Glasgow, 
and the harbour authorities receive 
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paid once only, and when they leave, 
after being fitted for sea, they may never 
be seen in Glasgow again. Nevertheless 
the largest of these vessels will, under 
this Bill, be the measure of liability of 
the harbour authorities in Glasgow. The 
Liverpool and New York liners call at 
Cork harbour three or four times a week, 
and every one of them pays harbour dues 
to the port; but the vessels built in 
Glasgow to which I have referred pay no 
dues except once, and are three times the 
tonnage of the average vessel trading to 
that port. In this respect the Bill would 
result in unfairness in the case of Glasgow, 
one of the largest ports in the country, 
just as it might be saia that it would create 
unfairness in the case of Cork and other 
small ports. I do not see how this is 
to be avoided. The terms were ri 
on by the Committee which considered 
the Bill, and the hon. Member for the 
St. Patrick Division told us that they 
,could not arrive at any better compro- 
mise. If this Amendment is accepted, 
it will give to Cork dockowners an 
exemption from the terms settled by the 
Committee as reasonable and fair to all 
dockowners. Glasgow, Belfast, and other 
ports might claim exemption on similar 
, grounds. 


Shipping Biil. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I think the pro- 
moters of the Bill might very well 
accept the Amendment. We know very 
well that this Bill has been brought for- 
ward in the interests and for the benefit 
of the shipowners. It confers many 
advantages on them, and I think that 
they ought to accept what everyone 
must consider to be a very reasonable 
Amendment on behalf of the port of 
Cork. It is admitted that there is no 
logical reason or principle for the stan- 
dard of liability which the Bill sets up 
asthe maximum, but it has been pointed 
, out that the liability in the case of Cork 
will be rather different from the liability 
in the case of large ports such as 
Liverpool or Glasgow. They have large 
vessels, but in Cork the liners 
make a merely incidental call to take 
up passengers and mails, without practi- 
| cally using the harbour in any way what- 
| ever. So far as the interests of Liverpool, 
'Glasgow, and Leith are concerned it 
‘cannot make the smallest difference 


nothing from them except small dues _ whether this Amendment is passed or not. 
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It does not affect any harbour in Scotland 
or England one iota, and they will get 
the full benefit of the Amendment which 
has been adopted. What is now asked is 
that vessels which merely call to take in 
passengers and mails should not be taken 


into consideration when estimating the | 


maximum liability. The promoters object 
to this, but do they wish that the port of 


Cork should be liable for a sum equal to | 


the value of an Atlantic liner ? Notori- 

ously the harbour of Cork is used for 

local purposes, and yet it is now proposed | 
to establish a law whereby the largest | 
vessel calling at that port should be the 
measure of its maximum liability. Sup- 
pose a vessel of 1,000 tons were injured in 
Cork harbour, the liability of the authori- 
ties would not be £8,000, but would be an 
amount equal to eight times the tonnage 
of the largest vessel which had called at 
Cork during the preceding five years. 
Such a disparity is obviously absurd. It is 
admitted that there is no reason or prin- | 
ciple in such a measure of liability. It is 

merely a fictitious standard, and I cannot | 
see why the promoters, having got every- 

thing they wanted, should higgle about | 
this Amendment, which really does not | 
concern them. 


Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: We 
object to this Amendment on principle, as | 
well as because of the results that would | 
follow from it. We see no reason what- | 
ever to discriminate between a_ vessel 


. ; | 
carrying passengers and mails and any 


{COMMONS} 


' Queenstown as a nuisance. 
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) tainly one which the shipowners will not 
accept. I venture to think if it were in- 
serted in the Bill it would work in an 

' exceedingly detrimental manner. 


Mr. FIELD: I do not agree with the 
hon. Member who has just spoken. This 
is a shipowners’ Bill, and the port and 
‘dock authorities have as far as possible 
endeavoured to. meet them. The excep- 
tion proposed. with regard to Cork is to 
my mind perfectly natural, and I hold 
that Cork is. entitled to exceptional treat- 
ment.. I trust the promoters of this Bill 
will not put us to the trouble of dividing 
the House, and I hope they will meet us 
in that spirit of compromise which enabled 
the Bill to pass through the Standing 
Committee. The hon. Gentleman opposite 
said that the Irish Members looked upon 
the calling of the Atlantic steamers at 
That is not, 
so; quite the contrary is the fact, and I 
repudiate that statement, because we have 
done everything we could by railway 
facilities and in other ways to give the 
Atlantic liners every convenience. I hope 
that this Amendment will be accepted. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I point out 
to the hon. Gentleman in charge of this 
Bill that his speech was against his own. 
Amendment? His Amendment was to 
exempt from the provisions of this Bill 
vessels which had been fitted out or 
ballasted. 





other trading vessel, and we see no reason! *Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member in. 
why a port should repudiate its responsi-| moving his Amendment expressly stated 
bility in regard to such a vessel. The case | that he would not move those words, and, 
of the “Oceanic” has been alluded to.|I accordingly omitted them in putting 
Suppose that the “Oveanic” was damaged | the question. 

or sunk in Cork harbour, the value of | 

the vessel and cargo would probably; Mr. T. M. HEALY: I did not. notice 
amount to about a million, and under the | that, Mr. Speaker ; but even then the hon. 
existing law the harbour authorities would, Member has removed from the Amend- 
be liable to that extent. By this clause | ment exceptions which he himself thought 
it is proposed to reduce the liability in | desirable. 

such a case from £1,000,000 to £8 per 

ton on 17,000 tons, or £136,000. The| *Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: May 
hon. and learned Member wants some-|I repeat what I have already said— 
thing more than that. He wants the/| namely, that I was desired by the hon. 
liability of the port to be limited to £8} Member for Linlithgow to move the 
per ton on the largest vessel trading to Amendment without these words. 

Cork in the ordinary way, the tonnage of | 
which might be 2,000 tons, and this would; Mr. T. M. HEALY: No doubt the 
reduce the maximum liability of the port hon. Member has probably been squeezed. 
in respect: of the “ Oceanic” to £16,000.' by the shipowners, but we now know 
That is a proposition which seems to me| what his mind was. He desired not 
to be quite out of the question, and cer-; merely shelter, but also ballast and repair- 


Mr. Caldwell. 
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The shipowners have driven him out of { to be contained in the Bill between mer- 
that position, and we now have it that chant shippers and the ports has not been 
ships coming in for ballast or repair are | fairly carried out in the measure. The 
not to be excepted. I respecfully submit | President of the Board of Trade should be 
that the shipowners of the country are not | asked what is his position in this matter, 
to come here on a Wednesday afternoon | but unfortunately the Solicitor General is 
and put a pistol to our heads and say, the only representative of the Govern- 


Shipping Bill. 1250 


“You must take this Bill as we present 
it; we will give no concessions, and have 
no regard to local ports, no matter how 
injuriously this Bill will affect them.” 
We have made enormous concessions to 
the shipowners, and they might take up 
some position of compromise. The Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for Linlith- 
gow is now limited to the pure question 
of a ship having been “ within ” the area, 
the provisions as to shelter, ballast, and 
repair being struck out. But whena ship 
calls and drops a bag of maize, the liability 
of the port is raised from the normal 
£10,000 to a million, and the shipowners 
say “ We will make no further concessions; 
we are shipowners, and you are only the 
port authority.” This is a port authority 
with a very small revenue, and already 
with enormous liabilities. It conducts its 
operations unselfishly, having nothing to 
gainfrom any one of them. Theshipowners, 
who are making millions of money, say to 
the port authority, “ You must undertake 
this enormous liability, because our ships 
drop a few bags of maize occasionally.” 
Is that a proper position to take up? It 
has been admitted in this House from the 
very start that this Bill cannot be de- 
fended on grounds of abstract logic, and 
all we ask is that this port, which is poor 
compared with Liverpool or Glasgow, 
should not be burdened with this tremen- 


ment present. I can quite feel that the 
right hon. and learned Member for Dublin 
University must, as Solicitor General for 


England, look at this question, _—o 
‘the country in which he was born an 


bred, from an English point of view. 


His breast must be torn by conflicting 


emotions in regard to the case of England 
and that of Ireland. Officially, I will not 
say financially, he is bound to protect the 
shipping interests ; and it appears to me, 


'as there is no other gentleman connected 
_with the Government on the Treasury 


Bench, that the right hon. Gentleman 
would be relieved to a certain extent if 
he had the assistance of the President of 
the Board of Trade in a matter of this 
kind. I will not move the adjournment 
‘of the debate, but I think we have 
arrived at a position of affairs when 
his presence is most desirable. If the 
Solicitor General for England takes up 
‘the position that we have right on our 
| side, we would not need the assistance of 
a higher authority ; but if he is precluded 
‘from expressing an opinion favourable to 
| our views, we are entitled to the presence 
of other members of the Cabinet. For 
| the moment, I suggest that this is a case 
| when the matter should be considered at 
'a future date. At any rate we would 
like to know the opinion of the Govern- 
ment upon it. 


dous liability because these ships call | 


once a week on the way to or from 
New York and drop a few bags of maize, 
or take up a few emigrant passengers. 

would hope that, the Bill having got to 
this point, the Government will see their 
way to recommend to the hon. Gentle- 
man behind them to facilitate the passing 
of the Bill by accepting this proposal. I 
am driven to the view of the hon. Mem- 


*Sir CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
Furness): Although I do not altogether 
agree with all that the hon. and learned 
Member for Cork has said about ship- 
owners, I admit he has some grounds for 
his Amendment, and I should like to appeal 

‘to the hon. Member in charge of the Bill 
not to press his opposition to the parti- 





ber for Dundee, who stated very fairly | cular grievance in regard to this matter. 
that the case of the Scotch and Irish ports | The port of Cork is situated very differ- 
is exceptional, and that these ports should | ently from other ports, and if the Amend- 
be exempted from this provision of the | ment proposed were accepted, I think it 
Bill. I do not believe myself that if the would apply to that port alone. It has 
Bill passes into law the Scotch and Irish | been said that it would apply to South- 
ports will gain much ; but I can quite see | hampton ; but I do not think so, for there 
that the small ports will be landed in | the ships take in cargo. I should be sorry 
greater responsibility than is their due. | that the Bill should be talked out if this 
The principle of collaboration supposed | Amendment were not accepted. I think 
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I express the opinion of the general body { which would make it obvious why the 
of the shipowners and dock-owners of this | hon. Gentleman should accept the 
country, that they are desirous of having | Amendment. 

this Bill, which gives them advantages | 
they do not at present possess. It ap-;| Sm EDWARD CARSON : If the hon. 
pears to me that the great objectors; Member merely means that the Amend- 
to the Amendment are the owners of | ment applies only to Cork, which is an 
the large Atlantic liners running to and intermediate stage, and not a port of 





from Liverpool ; but even if the Amend- 
ment were accepted they would receive 
many advantages if the Bill passed. I 
therefore appeal to the hon. Member who 
has charge of the Bill to accept the 
Amendment, but if it is pressed to a 
division I shall vote for it. 


Mr. C. H. WILSON (Hull, W.): As 
one of the Members connected with 
shipping, although my name is not 
on the Bill, I rise to suggest to the 
hon. Member for the Exchange Division 
of Liverpool, in charge of the Bill, that 


this additional Amendment should be) 


accepted. The Bill, although not alto- 
gether logical, is a compromise which 
has been arranged between the harbour 
authorities and the shipowners, and will 
ease the mind of the shipowners, because, 
although it may not be known to many 
Members of the House, accidents have 
occurred in the Manchester Ship Canal, 
for instance, and elsewhere, and have 


caused very serious loss to the shipowners. | 


I think that hon. Members below the 
gangway have treated the Bill, on the 
whole, very fairly. Personally, I think 
the Amendment is reasonable, and I 
cordially support it. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): If I 
may venture to tender advice to the hon. 
Member for the Exchange Division, I 
think he would be well advised to accept 
the Amendment. It appears to me that 
there is real substantial ground for the 
exemption of Cork, because the iimitation 
of liability of dock-owners is fixed in 
respect of the duty to provide accommo- 
dation in the docks. But this is a ques- 
tion not of the vessels going into dock, 
but of the vessels lying out in the stream. 
The reason for imposing liability here is 
much less, because the harbour authority 
does not give dock accommodation for 
these large vessels, which only come into 
the harbour to drop mails and a few bags 
of maize. There are other considerations 


Sir Charles Cayzer. 


destination, the question is very much 
/narrower than appears at first sight. 
| Although the Government take no part 
|in the Bill, so far as I am_ personally 
-eoneerned, I would vote for the Amend- 
ment as a proper one, if it goes to a 
| division. 


Question put and agreed to. 


; Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : [have 
| put down an Amendment on the Paper to 

leave out Sub-section 3. I must ask the 
| House to allow me to read Sub-sec- 
| tion 3—- 


*Sub-section 3 of the said Section 503 shall 
apply to this section as if the words ‘ owners 
of ‘every sea-going ship or share thereof,’ 

included a harbour authority and a conser- 
| vaney authority, and the owner of a canal or of 
a dock.” 


| Now, the sub-section of the Act of 1894, 
| which is to be applied to this sub-section, 
is in these words— 


| “The owner of every sea-going ship or share 

| therein shall be liable in respect of every such 
loss of life, personal injury, loss of or damage to 
vessels, gouds, merchandise, or things as afore- 
said arising on distinct occasions to the same 

| extent as if no other loss, injury, or damage 
had arisen.” 


Now, I ask any hon. Gentleman who has 
‘heard me whether he knows in the least 
the effect of these words? It seems to 
me that this is one of the most vicious 
cases of draughtsmanship by reference. 
We all know what abuses have arisen 
from this draughtsmanship. Some of us 
| who have been behind the scenes know 
| the history of it. The real reason is that 
it was a device resorted to by the 
Treasury draughtsman in order to get 
behind the intelligence of the House of 
'Commons because of organised obstruc- 
ition. But we have ceased to know what 
| organised obstruction is in this House, 
/and whatever ground the ‘Treasury 
' draughtsman may have had for adopting 
this course, I deny that it is available to 
the draughtsman of a private Bill. I do 
_not know whether this sub-section was 
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another objection suggested to me by a 


mame, 


‘and proposes to leave out Sub-section 3, 
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originated in the Standing Committee or | case of both a ship and a dock. I think 
not. Ihave pointed out that this new sub- | it is quite plain that the object was to 
section, in itself obscure, contains almost | enact that a dock company should not be 
as many words as the original sub-section allowed to limit its liability in the case of 
to which it refers. I appeal to the hon. two accidents occurring from the same 
Gentleman who is in charge of the | cause, as if it were all one accident. I 
Bill, if he wishes to include this sub-| would suggest to my hon. friend who is 
section in his measure, to write out in| in charge of the Bill that as regards a 
plain English what it is that it means. dock that question could seldom or ever 
Let him tell us what he means to legislate | arise, for it could never be argued that it 
about, and let us know what we aredoing. would be a continuing wrong on the part 
He takes in an extremely difficult sub- of the dock-owner. I would suggest to 
section from an Act not before the House | him whether, in his discretion, it would 


-and applies it as if the words “‘ owner of a not be better to accept the Amendment. 


ship” included the “owner of a dock.” | ‘ 
I do not presume to say what the result, *Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR: The 


of this sub-section would be, and I believe | Bill was referred to the Standing Com- 
it would require a great deal of study to mittee on Law. The object of the sub- 
say what it would be. Ido submit that section was to put the position of the 
this is not a proper, or even a decent way dock-owners and shipowners on the same 
of legislating on this important matter. footing. I do not myself see the difficulty 
The hon. Member must know what is the of the hon. and learned Gentleman oppo- 
effect intended by these words, and my _ site, but, having regard to the views of 


-appeal is that he should withdraw them the right hon. the Solicitor General, I am 


now and formulate a sentence just as if quite willing, on behalf of the pro- 
the sub-section in the old Act did not moters of the Bill, to withdraw the sub- 


exist at all. He can do it now, or do it , section. 


at some later stage of the Bill, as the Bill 
could easily be recommitted. I have | Amendment agreed to. 


harbour authority which is apprehensive Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
that this Sub-section 3 imposes on harbour move, as a separate clause at the end of 
authorities a liability which by the Sub-section 6 :— 

present law does not exist. It is ex-  « provided that nothing in this section shall 
tremely difficult to come to any conclu- impose any liability in respect of any such loss 
sion on the matter, but having regard or damage on any such owners or authority in 
to the Amendment which has just been any case where no such rapocmee. | would have 
passed I think the point ceases to have °*!ted if this Act had not passed. 

any importance, and [ am not disposed to 
insist on it. But on the other point, that 
we ought to have the intention of the . AE oes 
Lgielanane put in plain terms, the hon. Bill read the third time, and passed. 
Gentleman should give us the direct 

result which he wishes to produce. I beg MIDWIVES BILL. 

to move the Amendment standing in my | ‘ 


Amendment agreed to. 


Order for Consideration, as amended 
(by the Standing Committee), read. 


Amendment proposed— , 
Soot Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“In Clause 2, page 2, line 4, to leave out «That the Bill be now considered.” 
Sub-section (3)."—( Mr. Edmund Robertson. ) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 3. Mr. BOSCAWEN (Kent, Tunbridge) 
stand part of the clause.” said it was rather a strong thing, when a 


: : ; Bill had been read a second time and 
Sin EDWARD CARSON: This Amend- referred to a Standing Committee, to ask 


ment is one of a ver hnical char: : 
rite setae emer sae, the House, when the Bill came back, to 


again consider it. But there were reasons 


I quite agree with what my hon. and 


Jearned friend says, that the original sub- why in the case of the present Bill such a 
‘section is very difficult to apply to the course should be taken. He took that 
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course because the Bill, in his opinion, had 


never been properly considered by the 
House. It came on most unexpectedly on a | 
Friday afternoon, upon the Government | 


business having suddenly come to an end, 


and was therefore debated inadequately in | 


a very thin House; there was a very 
small division, and then it was sent to the 
Standing Committee. 
mittee was an excellent institution when 
a Government Bill could not be got 
through in a reasonable time, but in the 
case of a private Bill it was most unsatis- 
factory, except to the promoters. By a 


little careful whipping on the part of | 


private Members it was always possible 
to get a private Bill through a Standing 
Committee with a very inadequate dis- 
cussion. 
quately discussed on Second Reading, 
had been rushed through the Standing 
Committee, and had now come back to 


the House ; and it was only proper that the. 
| gate their power to the district council, 


House should now consider whether or 
not it should be allowed to go through 
without further consideration. 
most important measure. It was con- 
trary to the tendency of legislation in 
these matters. The whole tendeney of 
legislation had been in favour of greater 
medical and scientific methods, and sub- 


stituting the medical practitioner for the | 
The present Bill was for the | 
purpose of setting up a class of people | 
as being people partially qualified to act 


quack. 


in these matters, and he ventured to 


think that fatal results would follow if it | 


were passed into law. The law as it at 
present stood provided that the only 
person who could practise midwifery 
was a qualified practitioner, qualified in 


medicine, surgery, and midwifery, and | 


it was now proposed to legalise a 
class of persons who did not possess 
these qualifications. If it were a case 
of natural labour, a knowledge of mid- 
wifery would be sufficient; but as in 
almost every case abnormal symptoms 
developed it was absolutely necessary 
that a person should be present who was 
qualified in all the three subjects. He 
recognised the excellent object which the 
promoters of the Bill had in view. There 
was a very large amount of preventable 
mortality—something like 10,000 deaths 
per annum—the ans of which might be 
prevented if proper care were taken. That 
was a terrible state of things to contem- 
plate, and one which bene. ought to be 
stopped if possible ; but the Bill before 


Mr. Boscawen, 


{COMMONS} 


A Standing Com- , 


This Bill, having been inade- , 
‘no such safeguards in the Bill. 
' Clause 8 there was a certain control. The 


It was a/ 


Bill. 1256. 


the House would not stop it, for the 
reason that poor people would be induced 
to employ these partially qualified persons. 
much more frequently than was now the 
case. For all these reasons a Bill of this 
kind ought to be very carefully con- 
sidered. The House ought to see that it 
‘contained such checks and safeguards that 
great abuses might not occur. But when 
this Bill was examined it was found to be 
so badly drafted that the whole of a Wed. 
nesday afternoon would not give sufficient 
time to amend it by the insertion of 
those checks and safeguards. There 
should be, in theffirst place, full local con- 
trol, and, in the second, where these per- 
sons did anything contrary to their 
certificate they should immediately be 
brought to book and fined. There were 
Under 


county council is to be the board of con- 
trol in its own area. They may dele- 


who may, in their turn, delegate 
it to a local committee. But the 
power of the local committee would 


only extend so far as to send a report to 
a body called the Midwifery Board, and 
‘that Board, when it had made up its 
mind, would have power only to suspend 
the midwife and nothing more. The 
result of this Bill would be that all cases. 
of abnormal labour could be attended 
simply by a midwife, when it was abso- 
'lutely necessary that a doctor should be 
present, There was no control whatever, 
and, naturally, irregularities would result. 
Did the promoters really mean that mid- 
wives were to undertake cases of abnormal 
labour or not? The Bill at the present 
time was extraordinarily vague upon that 
point, and under it the midwives could 
undertake all cases, whether abnormal or 
/not. He ventured to ask the House 
‘whether it was worth while to proceed 
further with the measure at the present 
time. He did not speak on behalf of the 
' medical profession, although possibly that 
‘suggestion might be made, but at the 
same time he thought it was hard that 
the opposition of the medical profession, 
which was almost unanimous, should be: 
said to be an interested opposition. He 
, begged to move that the Bill be con- 
| sidered this day three months. 


*CoLonEL MILWARD (Stratford-on- 
Avon), rising to second the Amendment, 
| said he thought the disadvantage of send- 
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ing a Bill of this kind to a Grand Com- 
mittee had been very clearly shown from 
the remarks which had fallen from the 
hon. Member for Tunbridge. Everybody 
who had sat on a Grand Committee knew 
that it was very often extremely difficult 
to get a quorum. The result was a very 
small number of Members attended. It 
was true that Bills were sometimes con- 
sidered in Committee of the whole House 
by a small number of Members, but all 
Members might attend if they chose. 
This was not so with regard to Grand 
Committees. When a Bill was sent to a 
Standing Committee it was withdrawn 
from the cognisance of the House, and 
when it came back hon. Members 
interested in it were in a difficult 
position, because the easy answer to any 
Amendment they might propose was, 
“This Bill has been considered by the 
Standing Committee.” If the Bill had 
been considered in Committee of the 
whole House they would not have had 
this discussion now, but through its being 
sent to a Standing Committee the whole 
matter would have to be entered into de 
novo, and the Report stage would be 
turned inte another Committee estage. 
He objected to the Bill. Bills for the 
registration of plumbers and for the regis- 
tration of architects had been intro- 
duced, and now a similar Bill had been 
brought in for the registration of mid- 
wives. Where was this system of regis- 
tration to stop? Two of the hon. 
Members interested in this measure were 
country gentlemen, and he did not know 
why there should not be a Bill for the 
examination and registration of country 
gentlemen. He did not allude to physical 
examination, but when there were such 
bodies as county councils, district councils, 
and parish councils, not to mention more 


important bodies, such as Quarter Sessions | 


and assizes, he imagined it was just as 
necessary to examine country gentlemen 
for their qualifications as any other 
class. He trusted that sooner or later 
they would go back to the good 
old time when people had not to be 
examined and registered in this way. 


The mover of the Amendment objected to | 


the Bill from the doctors’ point of view, 
and he was right in so doing. If there 
was to be a class of certificated midwives 
they should be hedged in in every possible 
way. He (Colonel Milward) objected to 
it on behalf of the numberless women 
who assisted the poor in the capacity of 


{27 June 1900} Bill. 


1258: 


nurses in the time of their trouble and 
suffering. The whole condition of the- 
country with regard to lying-in and mid- 
wifery would be changed under the Bill. 
A great many good women in the country: 
| attended and nursed their neighbours in 
their labour, and in the great majority of 
cases in a proper manner. It was not so- 
dangerous a matter as laymen supposed ; in 
ninety-nine cases out of a hundred no. 
dangerous symptoms supervened, and 
when they did there was always ample: 
‘time to send for a doctor. This Bill 
' said that after January, 1902, no woman, 
as a midwife, should attend a woman 
in labour under a penalty of £5 
unless she was certificated. The reform, 
if it were a reform, would affect the 
21,000 women who were attending their 
fellow women throughout the country: 
It was perfectly true that the Bili pro- 
vided that those women would, with the 
consent of the medical council, be allowed 
to continue in practice, but those w-men 
would die out in the country districts 
before they could be replaced by the 
certified midwives. He was not averse to 
the general proposals of the Bill, but he- 
thought it was far too drastic, and the 
House ought to be prepared to safeguard 
the position of the women who were now 
doing, and doing well, this kind of work.. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the: 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’”—(Mr, Boscawen.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
'*now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Sr JOHN TUKE (Edinburgh and 
'St. Andrews Universities) hoped that 
the Bill might be allowed to proceed on 
‘the ground that it was a measure of 
great importance affecting public health. 
The hon. Gentleman who moved the 
Amendment suggested that all women in 
labour should be placed under the care of 
| medical men. This would do away with 
' the midwife, who had existed from remote 
ages, and would exist till the world’s end. 
It had been said that a large section 
of the niedical profession objected to 
the registration’ of midwives, but on 
the other hand large section approved. 
The Medical Council approved generally 
of the Bill before the House, and had 
,aecepted its general principles. They 
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had made suggestions from time to time, | 


the influence of which was to be seen in 
the Bill. He would not say the Bill was 
all that he could wish, but it was a step 
in the right direction, and he hoped it 
would be allowed to proceed. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) said he entirely sympathised 
with the hon. and gallant Member for 
Stratford-on-Avon who supported the re- 
jection of the Bill. A great many, too 
many, Bills were sent to Standing Com- 
mittees:* Owing to his position on the 
Committee of Selection he was debarred 
from assisting at those Committees, and 
not only himself, but many other hon. 
‘Gentlemen were unable to take part in 
measures in which they were interested, 
because they were sent upstairs. They 
ought to be discussed in the House itself. 
He did not associate himself with the 
objection to the registration of mid- 
wives; doctors were registered, and all 


it was proposed to do was to 
put an inferior class of practitioner 
on the same scale as to registra- 


tion as the higher branch of the medi- 
al profession. He did not agree that the 
Bill had been insufficiently discussed. It 
had been discussed before the Standing 
‘Committee, and if it had not been discussed 
at greater length upon this occasion it 
was through the pure accident of the posi- 
tion it held on the Paper. A large 
number of doctors opposed it, but an 
equally large number were in favour of 
it, and the one balanced the other. Two- 
thirds of the poor women were attended 
when in labour by their own sex, and 
there was a very strong feeling against 
what was called men-midwives. But 
these women who attended were usually 
stupid, old, and unqualified to perform 
these duties, and were not uncommonly 
both dirty and ignorant. They ought to 
be trained and registered. Puerperal 
fever could he eradicated entirely by 
¢leanliness and proper care and precau- 
tion, and if these women were qualified 
it would disappear. He hoped when the 
Bill came up again a good measure would 
be the result, but at the same time he 
supported the principle of it. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick), in supporting the measure, said 
the mover of the Amendment addressed 
the House from the point of view of the 


Sir John Tuke. 


{COMMONS} 
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doctor. The hon. Gentleman who 


seconded it pleaded for liberty for mid- 
wives vure and simple. Those gentle- 
men represented vested interests of one 
kind or another, but the House 
ought to consider the matter from the 
larger standpoint of the interests of the 
women of England and the coming gene- 
rations ; that was the standpoint from 
which the great majority of the medical 
profession regarded it. The hon. Gentle- 
men who opposed this measure did not 
realise that the great majority of the 
births of this country were attended not 
by doctors but by women of no qualifica- 
tion. What was required, and what the 
Bill was intended to provide, was that 
some sort of qualification should be made 
compulsory, although too high a qualifica- 
tion could not be givenat once. Had the 
mover of the Amendment heen in this 
country and able to take part in the dis- 
cussion when the Bill was before the 
Standing Committee, he would have seen 
that the Committee considered all the 
points he had raised and did their best to 
meet them. The importance of the 
measure went far beyond the interests of 
either doctors or midwives. The evils it 
endeavoured to meet were tremendous. 
Thousands of preventable deaths took 
place every year. Puerperai fever could 
be eradicated, and the numberless deaths 
of infants, together with the blindness of 
children, could be prevented. A compara- 
tively small amount of training would be 
sufficient to avoid those dangers, and a 
little knowledge would let these women 
know when abnormal cases or dangerous 
symptoms occurred, and when the doctor 
ought to be summoned. This knowledge 
on the part of the midwives would make 
abnormal cases. infinitely safer, because 
the doctor would then be summoned at 
the proper time. He hoped the Bill 
would receive the consideration of the 
House. 


Sin WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) considered the measure one of con- 
siderable importance, and for that very 
reasoii he wished it to be postponed. It was 
one for which he believed he was himself to 
a certain extent responsible, for the reason 
that some years ago he had been struck 
by the horrors which had been referred 
to, and had moved the Medical Council in 
the matter. He was not prepared, how- 
ever, to vote for a Bill that would abro- 
gate the Medical Acts of 1857 and 1886 
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by creating a new class of practitioner, 
which was unnecessary in the interests of 
the public. What was required was that 
in child-birth women should have properly 
educated nurses to look after them, whose 
knowledge was sufficient to enable them 
to judge when the local practitioner was 
necessary. In that position these women 
would do an infinite amount of good, but 
if they were put upon a register they 
would be put in a position to become in- 
dependent practitioners. He did not 
think that any law would attempt 
to prevent a woman giving aid to 
another in her time of tribulation and 
danger. What was required in the 
interests of public health and in the 
interest of the mass of the people 
was that they should have properly 
qualified women to attend as monthly 
nurses or midwives. The Bill under 
consideration did not do that, and pro- 
vided no security for it, and in his 
opinion the House ought to give it further 
and longer consideration. Fourteen 
Amendments had been put down on the 
very morning of the day it came on for 
consideration, and there were a score of 
Amendments which would necessitate con- 
siderable discussion. He did not know 
whether the Government were prepared to 
back the Pill in its present form—he be- 
lieved not ; and, for the reason that it had 
not been properly considered, he thought 
the House ought to support the Amend- 
ment before the House. It was in his 
opinion tov large a question to be initiated 


Non-County 


by a private Member, and he hoped in | 


another session the Government would 
take the matter up and bring in such a 
Bill as could be passed into law. 


Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE (Sus- 
sex, Horsham) agreed in wishing that this 
matter should be dealt with by the 
Government of the day—— 
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Motion made, and Question, ‘‘ That the 
Chairman do report Progress ; and ask, 
leave to sit again” —(Mr. Jonathan Samuel.). 

-put, and agreed to. 


Boroughs. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Wednesday next. 


STEAM ENGINES AND BOILERS (PER- 
SONS IN CHARGE) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 


SHOP HOURS 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD, 


Ordered, That a Select Committee of 
Five Members of this House be appointed 
| to join with a Committee of the Lords to 
' consider the constitution of Queen Anne’s 
Bounty Board, and to report whether 
/ economy and efficiency of administration 
_ would be promoted by any change in con- 
stitution or by its amalgamation with any 

_ other body. 


Ordered, That a Message be sent to the 
| Lords to acquaint them therewith, and to 

request that their Lordships will le 
| pleased to appoint an equal number of 
| Lords to be joined with the Members of 
this House. 


Ordered, That the Committee have: 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
| records. 


It being half-past Five of the clock, the | 


debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 


Ordered, That Three be the quorum.— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


HIGHWAYS AND BRIDGES ACT (1891) | 


AMENDMENT BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
Clause 2 :— 


Question again proposed, “That Clause 
2 stand part of the Bull.” 


NEW BILL. 
NON-COUNTY BOROUGHS. 


Bill to amend the Law relating to Non- 
County Boroughs, ordered to be brought 
_in by Sir Joseph Leese, Mr. Holland, Mr. 
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‘Oldroyd, Mr. Lyttleton, and Mr. Griffith- 
Boscawen. 


NON-COUNTY BOROUGHS BILL. 


“To amend the Law relating to Non- | 
County Boroughs,” presented accordingly, | 
-and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 9th July, and 
to be printed. [Bill 270.] 


TELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- | 
visional Orders confirmed]. Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time To- | 


morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment | Provi- 
‘sional Orders confirmed]. Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP J). 


Colonel GuNTER reported from the 
‘Committee on Group J of Private Bills, 
‘That the parties opposing the Hemel 
Hempstead Corporation (Water) Bill had 
‘stated that the evidence of Walter 
Edward Henry Dowling and of the 
Reverend Charles Augustus Leveson, and 
of Samuel Whitley Basil was essential to 
their case; and, it having been proved 
that their attendance could not be pro- 
cured without the intervention of the 
House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said Walter Edward Henry 
Dowling, and the Reverend Charles 
Augustus Leveson, and Samuel Whitley 
Basil do attend the said Committee To- 
morrow, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That Walter Edward Henry 
Dowling, and the Reverend Charles 
Augustus Leveson, and Samuel Whitley 
Basil do attend the Committee on Group 
J of Private Bills To-morrow, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 


{COMMONS} 


_CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN 
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SCARBOROUGH CORPORATION BILL 


Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills 


| (Section B), with Amendments ; Report 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


TAUNTON CORPORATION BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills 


| (Section B), with Amendments ; Report 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


OUTBREAK- 
RECENT NEWS. 


On the Motion for Adjournment, 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL - BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I would ask whether 
the Government has anything to com- 
municate as to events in China. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop- 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford): We have re- 
ceived two brief telegrams, each 


confirming the information received from 


unofficial sources that Tientsin has been 
relieved. The first comes from the consul 
at Tientsin, dated 23rd June, vid Chefoo, 
27th June, and is as follows—- 


“ British column, under Major Morris, Royal 
Welsh Fusiliers, and Naval Brigade, under 
Commander Cradock, arrived at noon, 550 men 
strong; 1,500 Russians are reported to be at 
Tientsin railway station; 150 Americans and 
50 Italians have also arrived.” 


The second telegram left ‘Ya-ku, 25th 
June, 3 p.m., via Chefoo, 27th June, and 
is from the Rear Admiral— 


“Commander Cradock, commanding British 
contingent Tientsin relief, reports Tientsin 
communicated with and reinforced 23rd June. 
Commander-in-Chief reported ten miles from 
Tientsin, hampered by sick and wounded, and 
engaged with enemy.” 


That is the extent of our official informa- 
tion ; but the House will recollect that the 
unofficial telegrams to the same effect, 
which were correct in other respects, 
stated that the force had moved north in 
order to communicate with the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Six of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. ROE’S PATENT BILL [u.1.}. 
“ee ‘ Read 2". 
Thursday, 28th June, 1900. 


| MANCHESTER CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL [H.L.] 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 


Commons. 


HALIFAX CORPORATION BILL. HAMILTON BURGH BILL. 


WEST BROMWICH CORPORATION BILL, Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
Reports of Her Majesty’s Attorney | passed, and returned to the Commons. 
General received, and ordered to lie on | 
the Table. | NEWRY, KEADY, AND TYNAN LIGHT 

RAILWAY BILL. 


BUENOS AYRES AND ROSARIO RAIL: | Standing Order No. 93 considered 





WAY BILL [H.1.]. | (according to Order), and dispensed with, 
COSTA RICA RAILWAY COMPANY, Poise respect to a Petition of the Pro- 
LIMITED, BILL [H.L.]. |moters of the Kingscourt, Keady, and 
CHRISTCHURCH AND BOURNEMOUTH | | Armagh Railway Company Bill. Leave 
TRAMWAYS BILL. | given to present the said Petition. 
Committed. | OLDHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
BLACKPOOL, ST. ANNE’S, AND | WEST HAM CORPORATION BILL. 


LYTHAM TRAMWAYS BILL. | Brought from the Commons ; read 1! 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISION AL | and referred to the Examiners. 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


Committed. The Committees to be | | “BREWERY AND COMMERCIAL INVEST- 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. | ee Sey ean eee Oe 


| BRISTOL WATER BILL [u.1.]. 
Bee VAY BILL fee e BAM | COMMERCIAL UNION ASSURANCE 
| COMPANY BILL [H.L.]. 
MiLFORD DOCKS BILL [H.1.] 
BEDFORD GAS BILL. | Returned from the Commons agreed to. 
Reported without amendment. 


Reported with Amendments. 


|GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIR- 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | MATION BILL [H.1.} 
(No. 2) BILL [H.1.}. | Returned from the Commons agreed 
Report from the Select Committee, | to, with an Amendment. 


That the Committee had not proceeded | , 
with the consideration of the Bill, | LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 


T 
parties having appeared in pliner og ar snes oe oe 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the LOCAL ‘ORDERS (io i" ae ISIONAL 
Table. The Orders made on 18th June ear 688 y 
and Friday last discharged, and Bill com- Read 3¢ (according to Order), with 
mitted to a Committee of the whole the Amendments; and passed, and 
nis coi Meuday siek. returned to the Commons. 


MOUNTAIN ASH WATER BILL [2.1.} | OCA Ce aay) SE ONAL 

Commons Amendments considered and House in Committee (according to 
agreed to, with Amendments; and Bill Order). Bill reported without pe Ae 
returned to the Commons. ment. Standing Committee negatived ; 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR | 2" Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 


BOARD BILL [#.1.]. ; 
EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
PAIGNTON URBAN DISTRICT WATER! ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 


L [H.L.]. | BILL [H.L.]. 
Commons Plyieedert considered, and | Amendments reported (according to 
agreed to. Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- | 
(HOUSING OF | 


VISIONAL ORDERS 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. (No. 140.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. (No. 141.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. (No. 142.) 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. (No. 143.) 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; 
to be printed; and referred to the Ex- 
aminers. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SOUTH AFRICA. 

Telegrams respecting hospital accom- 

modation for the troops in South Africa. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Draft Order in Council constituting a 
Consultative Committee of the Board. of 
Education. 


EXPLOSIVES. 
Twenty-fourth Annual Report of Her 
Majesty’s Inspectors of Explosives. 
TRADE REPORTS. 
I. Annual Series : 
No. 2463. Honduras ; 


No. 2464. Mexico (the State of 
Sonora) ; 

No. 2465. United States (Porto 
Rico) ; 


No. 2466. Venezuela (Caracas and 
District) ; 
No. 2467. 
II. Miscellaneous Series : 
No. 530. Brazil (Report on the 
State of Amazonas). 


China (Samshui). 


INDIA (RAILWAYS). 


Administration Report on the railways | 
'the noble Marquess the Prime Minister 


in India for 1899-1900. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered | 
to lie on the Table. 


LUNACY (SCOTLAND). 


General rules for the government of od 7 SECRETARY or STATE ror FOR. 


asylum situated at Kairklands, in 
county of Lanark. 


'LORDS} 


‘received on 
‘friend the Earl of Denbigh, to the ques- 
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SAVINGS BANKS AND _ FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES (POST OFFICE SAVINGS 
BANKS FUND) (SAVINGS BANKS 
FUND) (FRIENDLY SOCIETIES FUND). 
Accounts for the year ended 31st 

December, 1899. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 
COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA 
CONSTITUTION BILL. 

Petitions for amendment of ; of Bank of 
New South Wales ; Commercial Banking 
Company of Sydney; City Bank of 
Sydney ; and Trustees of Savings Bank 
ot New South Wales ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 





QUEEN ANNE’S BOUNTY BOARD. 

Message from the Commons that they 
have appointed a Committee, to consist 
of five Members, to join with a Com- 
mittee of the Lords to consider the con- 
stitution of Queen Anne’s Bounty Board, 
and to report whether: economy and 
efficiency of administration would be pro- 
moted by any change in its constitution 
or by its amalgamation with any other 
body, and to request that their Lordships 
will be pleased to appoint an equal 
number ot Lords to be joined with the 
Members of that House. 


SECRETARIES TO IRISH COUNTY 
COUNCILS. 
THE Ear or ARRAN : My Lords, in 
view of the unsatisfactory answer which I 
Tuesday* from my _ noble 


tion I then put to him, I beg to give notice 
that I shall at an early date again call 
attention to the matter. 


| CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 


RECENT NEWS. 
THE Eart oF KIMBERLEY : Seeing 
| in his place, I wish to ask whether he can 
/ communicate to the House any informa- 
‘tion with regard to the state of affairs in 
| China. 
MINISTER AND 


THE PRIME 


* See page 1067 of this volume. 
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EIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
SALIsBuRY) : I very much wish I could 

give the House some information which I 
could confidently claim to be of an 

authoritative character. So far as we 

know, the Admiral has been relieved and 

is safe ; but I think, if I mistake not, that 

that comes from information other than 

an official source, and beyond that we 

know nothing of the position of Sir Claude | 
MacDonald and the members of the other 
Legations. I think there is every ground 
for hoping that no violence has as yet 
been done to them, but even that can only 
be stated in a hypothetical form. With 
respect to the future, the noble Earl knows 
as much as I do. 
troops as can 

hurried forward, but they must take some 
time before they can arrive. 


LAND REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS) 
BILL. 
Read 2¢ (according to Order), and 
committed. 
BURIAL AUTHORITIES (CREMATION) 
BILL. 


{28 JuNE 1900} 
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Under the present law the only people 
who are dealt with under regulations, if 
they have crematoria, are certain local 
authorities, and the Bill as drawn only 
applies to burial authorities. The Home 
Office think it right that private 
crematoria, although they have been 
already established, should be subject to 
regulations which may be drawn up by 
the Home Office. The Amendments 
standing in my name to Clauses 5 and 6 
will carry that out more fully. 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 1, page 1, line 5, to leave out 


| ‘Burial Authorities (Cremation),’ and to insert 


From all quarters such | 
be obtained are being | 
that the 


999 


‘ Cremation. 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY : I observe 
noble Lord has introduced a 


/new word into the English language— 


“ crematorium.” 


Is that desirable ? 


Lorp BELPER: I understand that it 
has been used in other cases, and that it 


| may safely be accepted as expressing what 
| is intended. 


Order for the House to go into Com- | 


mittee read. 


THe Mareurss or SALISBURY: 
May I ask the noble Lord in charge of the 
Bill to modify a little its title? The 
“Burial Authorities (Cremation) Bill ” has | 
a most gruesome sound. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: I understand 
that the noble Lord representing the 
Home Office has a suggestion to make for 
altering the title. 


House in Committee (according to 


Order). 





Clause 1 :— 


Lorp BELPER: The Amendment 
standing in my name to this clause is the 
first of a series which I have to move on 
behalf of the Home Ottice. The effect of 
the first Amendment is to alter the title 
of the Bill, and to make Clause 1 read :— 


“That this Act may be cited as the Crema- 
tion Act, 1900.” 


That Amendment not only answers the 
objection taken by the Prime Minister to 
the wording of the title, but also has the 
object of widening the scope of the Bill 





Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 1, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 2 : 

Lorp BELPER: My first Amendment 
is simply for the purpose of making the 
definition of “burial authority ” conform 
to the definition in the Burial Acts. The 


| second Amendment defines the expression 
'“crematorium” to mean any building 


fitted with appliances for the burning ot 
human remains. 


Amendments moved 


“In Clause 2, page 1, line 7, to leave out 
after ‘ burial authority’ to end of clause and 
to insert ‘shall mean any burial board, any 
council committee or other local authority 
having the powers and duties of a burial board, 
and any local authority maintaining a ceme- 
tery under the public Health (Interments) Act, 
1879, or under any local Act’; and in page 1, 
after line 9, to insert ‘The expression “ crema- 
torium ” shall mean any building fitted with 
appliances for the burning of human remains.’ ” 
—(Lord Belper.) 





Amendments agreed to. 

Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 3 amended, and agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 


Lorp BELPER: Clause 4 will not be 
necessary with the Amendments which it 


3A2 
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is proposed to make to Clause 5. Under | made use of in order to conceal a crime, 
those Amendments the regulations that | and in such a case it is very desirable that 
are made by the Secretary of State will |the penalty should be much larger than 
refer to private crematoria as well as to | that proposed in the Bill—namely, a fine 
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those under public authority. 


Moved, “ That Clause 4 be omitted.”— 
(Lord Belper.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 5 amended, and agreed to. 


Clause. 6 :— 


Amendment moved 


“In Clause 6, line 6, to leave out ‘in such 
place.’ ”—(Lord Belper.) 


Lorp MONKSWELL said it had been 
suggested to him, but he did not think it 
could he the case, that by leaving out 
these words an,important alteration might 
be effected in the law. At present there 
was a legal decision that the burning of 
human remains was not an offence unless 
committed so as to cause a public nuisance 
or to prevent a coroner’s inquest.. If 
these words were omitted from the clause 
it would be supposed that the law was 
intended to be altered so as to make 
illegal what was now legal. 

I can assure the 


Lorp BELPER: 


noble Lord that, so far as I know, there | 


is no such intention in the Amendment. 
Clause 6 as it stands refers to crematoria 
under public authority, and the object of 
the Amendment is to make it apply 
generally and give power to deal with 
any crematorium in any place. But I 
will inquire into the point the noble Lord 
has raised. 


Lorp MONKSWELL said he called 
attention to the matter because he did 
not think it would be desirable to make 
such an important change in the law on 
a Bill of this kind. 


Lorp BELPER: 


Amendment agreed to. 


I will inquire. 


Lorp BELPER : The next Amendment 
standing in my name deals with the 
penalties in the Ball. The penalty in 
the case where anyone makes a false 
certificate or a false declaration is 
quite inadequate. The object is to guard 
as far as possible against burning being 

Lord Belper. 


(of £50. 
“liable on summary conviction to a fine 
not exceeding £50,” and to insert “liable 
to imprisonment with or without. hard 
| labour not exceeding two years.” 


Amendment moved— 
“In Clause 6, page 2, to eave out ‘liable’ to 
* pounds’ in line 15, and to insert ‘ to imprison- 
; ment with or without hard labour not exceed- 
ing two years.” —(Lord Belper.) 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 


Clauses 7 and & amended, and agreed 
to. 


Lorp BELPER : I now have to move 
a new clause, the object of which is to 
bring all crematoria that have been 
established under private Acts under this 
general Act, which is to deal with them 
all. I believe the model clauses that 
have been agreed to in most of these cases. 
will be very similiar to those which the 
Secretary of State will make under this 
Bill, but it is desirable that they should. 
be brought under one general Act. 


Amendment moved— 


“To insert as a new clause:—‘On the 
| commencement of this Act any provision of 
, any local and personal Act for a like pur- 
ave as this Act and any bye-laws or regu- 

ations made thereunder shall, so far as 
they relate to that purpose, cease to be in 
operation.’”—(Lord Belper.) 


Lorp MONKSWELL said the House 

| was rather in the dark at to the particular 

provisions which might be contained in the 

private Acts. He thought that some 

| Injustice might therefore be done by the 
insertion of the mew clause. 


Lorp BELPER: I will postpone the 
clause till the Standing Committee if the 
‘noble Lord wishes. But this is am 
| Amendment which the Government wiil 
| feel hound to insist upon. When there is 
a general Act it is very undesirable that 
| there should be exceptions. 


| Lorp MONKSWELL said he would 
| accept the new clause now, but if he 
|found that amy local authorities con- 


I propose to omit the words ~ 





CO) 
an 


PE 


rule 


am 

bef 
the: 
usu 


n- 
1d - 


ve 
to, 
on 


m 
at 
es. 
he 
‘is 


Id. 


he 


ir- 
rl- 
as 


se 
lar 
he 
ne 


he: 


he: 
he: 
an 
iil 
118 
lat. 


ald 


On- 





1273 


sidered they would be badly used by its 
passing, he would submit am Amendment 
in Standing Committee. 


New clause agreed to. 
Other Amendments agreed to ; Bill re- 


committed to the Standing Committee ; 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 137.) 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL | 


[H.L. ]. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


*Lorp RUSSELL or KILLOWEN : 
My Lords, there is only one observation 
I desire to make at this stage of the Bill. 


The Bill was referred to a Select Com- | 
mittee and certain amendments made, | 


only one of which I think it is necessary 
for me to mention. I refer to the 
omission of the clause inserted at the 
instance of the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack, requiring the leave of a 
Judge or other judicial person before any 
proceedings could be commenced under 
the Bill if it became law. The Committee 
were unanimously of opinion that that 
clause would impede the working of the 
Act, and that it was not necessary, but I 
wish to say that if my noble and learned 
friend on the Woolsack insists upon its 
insertion I shall not feel able to oppose 
him. .At the same time my noble and 
learned friend will probably not think it 
right to discuss the matter at this stage, 
as he will have another opportunity of 
doing so should he adhere to his view. 


Amendments proposed by the Select 
Committee, agreed to. 


Moved, “That the Standing Com- 
mittee be negatived.”—-(Lord Russell of 


Killowen.) 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of Hatspury): Of course, the noble 
Lord has-a perfect right to move that 
the Standing Committee be negatived, 
but I think it is rather contrary to our 
rule in a Bill of this sort. 


*LoRD RUSSELL or KILLOWEN : I 
am informed that when a Bill has been 
before a Select Committee, on which 
there were several legal persons, it is 
usual to negative the Standing Committee, 


Railways (Prevention of {28 JuNE 1900} 


Accidents) Bill. 1274 


but if I am wrong in that I will not press 
the motion. 





| On Question, agreed to ; the Report of 
Amendments to be received To-morrow. 
| RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF ACCT- 
| DENTS) BILL. 
| Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
| ing read. 
| 

*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I trust that the Bill which is now 
submitted to your Lordships for Second 
| Reading will meet, not only with your 
| formal assent, but also with your full 
| approbation. Your Lordships will re- 
| member that for some time past attention 
‘has been called to the very large number 
of accidents which occur to railway ser- 
vants. In consequence of that state of 
| things, the’ President of the Board of 
| Trade, at the commencement of last 
| session, introduced a Bill into the other 
| House of Parliament to deal with the sub- 
| ject. A great deal of criticism was applied 
| to that Bill, and the view was expressed 
| that, as it imposed very serious obligations 
| on the railway companies and the means 
| for carrying them out were uncertain, it 
| was advisable that the matter should be 
| deferred until after an inquiry had taken 
|place. My right hon, friend Mr. Ritchie 
| yielded to that view, and a Royal Com- 
' mission was appointed. That Commission 
| has now reported, and this Bill is almost 
'an echo of that Report. I will place be- 
‘fore your Lordships the main, facts upon 
| which the Bill is founded. In the year 
| 1898—I take the figures of 1898, as they 
| were the figures before the Commission— 
| there were 534,141 railway servants em- 
| ployed in the United Kingdom, and of 
| those persons 542 were killed and 13,000 
| were injured. The relative proportion 
'may be thought not very excessive, but 
these figures have to be first analysed and 
then considered. It must be remembered 
| that of these 534,141 men many run no 
| risk at all. For instance, there are 53,800 
clerks employed in offices who can incur 
/no greater danger in their service than 
any one of your Lordships sitting in his 
library, and 77,000 mechanics who work 
in factories under the supervision of the 
Home Office, and in respect of whom no 
return of accidents has been made. 
Without making these deductions the 
figures I have quoted show that 1:24 of 
every 1,000 servants employed are killed 
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in the year and thirty-one in every 1,000 
injured. But, as I have said, those 
figures do not represent the real facts 
upon which this Bill is founded. There 
are different degrees of danger. - The 
clerks, as I have said, run no danger at all, 
while of 25,543 signalmen only nine are 
killed and 175 injured. We found that 
we could localise the dangerous portions 
of the operations, and we weré able to 
demonstrate that a certain portion of the 
work of railway operatives represents the 
most dangerous trade that is carried on 
in this kingdom. The danger mostly 
comes in dealing with the wagons engaged 
in the goods and mineral trade when they 
are in motion, and the persons who are 
principally employed in what are called 
the shunting operations, and who are, 
therefore, exposed to the greatest danger, 
are the goods guards and the shunters 
who have charge of the making up of 
the trains, and the marshalling of the 
carriages which form the trains. There 
is also another particularly dangerous 
trade—that carried on by the platelayers. 
Of the 14,720 goods guards employed, 
forty-three were killed and 902 injured ; 
of the 63,360 platelayers employed 122 
were killed and 1,020 injured ; and of the 
small number of shunters employed— 
9,244—forty-seven were killed and 723 
injured. Therefore, of the goods guards, 
about 3°92, or, substantially, four men in 
every 1,000, were killed and sixty-one 
injured ; of the platelayers, 1-9 per 1,000 
were killed and sixteen injured, and 
of the shunters, 5°08 per 1,000 were 
killed and seventy-eight in every 1,000 
injured. May I ask the House 
for one moment to consider what these 
figuces mean. If any one of your Lord- 
ships found that out of 1,000 men he 
employed five were killed and seventy- 
eight injured per year he would feel that 
a duty was cast upon him as the employer 
to see that some steps were taken to 
remedy that state of things. Whilst 
accidents to railway servants generally 
have decreased during the past thirty 
years—every credit is due to the railway 
companies for what they have done in 
that direction—accidents to shunters have, 
unfortunately, increased. The number of 
shunters killed in 1872 was twenty-five, 
but in 13898 it was forty-seven. The 
trade in this country which is generally 
supposed to be the most dangerous is 
that of the mercantile marine, but, 
while in 1898 there were 5-2 deaths per 


Lord James of Hereford, 


{LORDS} 
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1,000 in the mercantile marine,the number 
of accidents which are not fatal is ex- 
ceedingly small. Therefore the figures in 
the trade which is supposed to be the 
most dangerous do not come up to those 
which I have just quoted in respect of 
goods guards, shunters, and platelayers. 
In regard to other trades which have been 
treated by the Legislature as dangerous, 
I find that in coal mines 1:28 per 1,000 
are killed, as against 5-08 per 1,000 of 
shunters ; in metalliferous mines, 0-96 per 
1,000 are killed ; in factories in the non- 
textile trades, 0:2 per 1,000 are killed ; 
in factories in the textile trades, 0°1 per 
1,000 are killed ; and in the shipbuilding 
trade the number of fatal accidents is only 
0:5 per 1,000. Therefore it is established 
that the work in which a certain portion of 
the railway servants are engaged is by far 
the most dangerous trade in the country. 
So faras I know, it is the only dangerous 
trade now uncontrolled by the protection 
of the State; and we have to consider 
whether there is any reason why 
railway companies should cease to be 
excepted from the general rules of legis- 
lation. Railway servants who work in 
factories are already under.the control of 
the Home Office. Is there any reason 
why railway servants who work under a 
roof and run very little risk of accident 
should be protected while those who work 
in the open air and run great risks should 
not be protected? That is the question 
your Lordships have to consider. It may 
assist your Lordships in coming to a con- 
clusion as to whether we should proceed 
by some sort of legislation or not if you 
take into consideration the finding of the 
Commission. The Commission was com- 
posed of men the great majority of 
whom had had large experience of rail- 
way operations. The managers of rail- 
way companies, the directors of railway 
companies, and the operatives employed 
were represented, and they came to this 
unanimous conclusion—that the deaths 
occurring and the injuries sustained 
amongst railway servants are unneces- 
sarily great in number, and can, by means 
of authoritative action, be diminished. 
Well, my Lords, that necessarily imposes 
the duty on someone to see that the 
authoritative action takes place. As far 
as I know there can be only two ways of 
dealing with a subject like this. One is 
by imposing certain statutory obligations 
upon railway companies and those who 
have the charge and the direction of these 
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workmen. 
elastic method. 


That is clearly a very un- 


set of things would not be required for | 


Railways (Prevention of {28 June 1900; 


| 
| 
| 
| 


another, and a general enactment impos- | 


ing obligations of a fixed character which | 
‘objection to a draft rule, and the Com- 


could not be altered to suit circumstances 
may produce great hardships and be per- 
fectly insufficient to effect the object 
desired. Therefore, the Commission re- 
ported thal it would be well to follow the 
precedent afforded by legislative action 
in similar matters, and to impose upon 
the Board of Trade the duty of regu- 
lating the matters dealt with in 
Bill in the same way as the duty of 
making regulations for the carrying on 
of other trades is now imposed on the 
Home Office To what Department of 
the State ought the duty of regulation to 
be entrusted ? 
or fourteen different powers now exercised 
by the Board of Trade in respect of rail- 
ways, and it would be unbusinesslike not 
to give that Board the power of regulating 
these dangerous trades. 
thought, however, that it would be very 
desirable that the great power, as it will 
be, which the Bill will confer should be 
exercised with great care and moderation, 


It is difficult to compare loss of human | 


There are at least thirteen | 


| missioners in 


the | 
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upon to bear unnecessary burdens, but 


What is required for one | should at the same time be required to 


carry out such operations as will prevent 
accidents. Clause 4 provides that— 
“The Board of Trade, in considering any 


considering any objection 
referred to them, shall, amongst other matters, 
have regard to the question whether the 
requirements of the rule would materially 
interfere with the trade of the country, or 
with the necessary operations of any railway 
company.” 


Power is given to the Board of Trade to 
draw up rules affecting the carrying on 


of operations in shunting yards, and in 


order to give the raiiway companies all 
reasonable protection power of appeal 


| from the Board of Trade to the Railway 


|Commission is given. 


Of course, the 
great question affecting the public 
interest in this matter is what is called 
the automatic coupling. It was the basis 
of the Bill of last year, and in that Bill 
the obligation was imposed on railway 


The Commission | companies within a period of five years to 


'attach an automatic coupling to every 


| carriage used. 


life and great injury with any other con- | 


siderations. 
not ask that any consideration should be 
given to them on the score of expense. 
In their evidence they state— 

“ Do not let financial considerations interfere 
with the action of the Commission or the 
Legislature in dealing with this matter.” 


In fact, I found nothing but a genuine 


The railway companies do | 


| 
| 


desire on the part of the representatives | 


of the railway companies to assist in carry- 
ing out legislation which will protect the 
men working on the railways from 


accidents. They are as anxious as anyone | 
to see a remedy found for the dangerous | 


condition of the trade. But there are 
some considerations that must be taken 
into account. It must be remembered 
that the railway companies represent the 
whole of the trade of the country, and 


therefore anything that throws such a | 


burden upon them as will prevent them 
from carrying on their work ought not to 
be enacted. Therefore, throughout the 
Bill, every care has been taken to secure 
that the duty imposed on the Board of 
Trade shall be exercised after due consi- 
deration for the interests of the railway 
companies, so that they shall not be called 





| patents before us. 
| were powerless to deal with the subject, 


A great deal is to be said 
on that subject. As far as the investiga- 
tion of the Commission went, we were 
unable to say that a satisfactory auto- 
matic coupling had been found which 
would meet the requirements of our 
system in England, though we had 187 
The Commissioners 


but what is enacted in this Bill is that the 
railway companies shall co-operate with 


‘the Board of Trade in any experiment 


they undertake, which will make it 
practically certain that automatic 
couplings will come into operation when 
it has been established to the satisfaction 
of the Board of Trade, by practical test- 
ing, that any particular form is a success. 
The object of automatic couplings, of 
course, is to prevent men from passing 


| between the wagons, but as there is no 
/automatic uncoupler the men always 


have to go between the wagons for the 
purpose of uncoupling or to employ that 
very unsatisfactory appliance, the pole, 
for that purpose. It is possible that, 
by the co-operation of the Board of 
Trade with the railway companies, a lever 
coupling may be discovered which will 
perform both operations and remove the 
great risks which at present exist. I 
have stated in the main all the provisions 
of the Bill, and have given the House a 
general outline of them. I am aware 
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that the Bill does not represent any 
heroic legislation, and that it has no 
political significance of any character. It 
may therefore attract but little attention, 
and excite no enthusiasm, but, at the 
same time, I do hope that your Lord- 
ships will be of opinion that a very fair 
attempt has been made to deal with the 
subject involved, and if the Bill becomes 
law I am certain that it will be no dis- 
credit to the Legislature that it gave a 
little of its time to passing a Bill essen- 
tially to benefit a portion of the com- 


munity who are not undeserving of our | 
| the ranks, but according to this Bill the 


attention. 


Bill read 2%, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Monday 
next. 


COLONIAL SOLICITORS BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


THE Eart oF HALSBURY explained 
that this was a Bill to provide for the ad- 
mission of solicitors of Couris of British 
Possessions to the Supreme Courts in the 
United Kingdom. That was the sole ob- 
ject of the Bill, and be hoped their Lord- 
ships would give it a Second Reading. 


Bill read 2%, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House To-morrow. 


LUNACY REGULATION ((RELAND) BILL. 
_ Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Thurs- 
day next. 


VOLUNTEERS BILL [H.L.]. 
Housein Committee (on re-commitment) 
(according to Order). 


Clause agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 

Lorp MONKSWELL said that after 
the debate which took place on the Second 
Reading of the Bill* it would only be 
necessary for him to summarise in a very 
few words the objections that were then 
taken to the proposal of the noble Mar- 
quess that Volunteers should subject 

* For Debate on Second Reading, see The 
Parliamentary Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. 
lxxxiii., page 1419. For proceedings in Com- 
inittee, see page 577 of the present volume. 


Lord James of Hereford. 


{LORDS} 











Bill. 1280 


themselves beforehnd to the liability of 
foreign service whenever the Secretary of 
State thought fit to ask for their services. 
It was pointed out on that occasion by the 
noble Earl the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion that in point of fact what the 
noble Marquess proposed to do by this 
clause was to turn a certain number of 
Volunteers into Army Reservists. In 
saying that, the noble Earl rather 
understated his case, because in 
the case of the Army Reservist cer- 
tain circumstances had to occur be- 
fore he could be called upon to rejoin 


Volunteer was under the obligation to 
join the ranks and go to the front when- 
ever the Secretary of State thought fit. 
The Volunteer, therefore, was in a worse 
position as regarded liability for foreign 
service than the ordinary Army Reservist. 
One objection which had been taken to 
the Bill was that it divided Volunteers 
into two perfectly distinct classes— 
namely, combatants and non-combatants 
He did not know whether he need labour 
the point as to the disadvantage of 
persons serving side by side as Volunteers 
in two different categories. The noble 
Marquess himself struck out the proviso 
that the Bill should only apply to Volun- 
teers who entered after it had passed, on 
the ground that it was extremely un- 
desirable that there should be two classes 
of Volunteers serving side by side. 
Another noble Lord (the Earl of Derby) 
mentioned the analogy of the Militia 
Reserve, and said that in his experience 
no friction whatever had arisen from 
Militia and Militia Reserve serving to- 
gether. His information was entirely 
contrary. He was told that, in some 
battalions at all events, the Militia 
Reserve gave themselves perfectly in- 
tolerable airs of superiority, and 
that the esprit de corps to a certain ex- 
tent suffered. One objection which 
he would urge had reference to re- 
cruits. It might very possibly be that 
public opinion would be in such a state 
that no young man would be able to join 
the Volunteers as a non-combatant, and 
therefore a number would probably 
refrain from joining at all. If the provi- 
sions of the Bill were carried into effect, 
the noble Marquess would not add one 
single willing recruit to the Army. 
Under present conditions a Volunteer 
who wanted to go to the front found it 
possible todo so. The noble Marquess 
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said he wanted to know beforehand on 
how many men he could rely. But we 
did not generally send out Volunteers at 
the beginning of a campaign, and he 
should have thought’ that the noble 
Marquess would have had plenty of time 
to find out, when occasion arose, how many 
Volunteers he was likely to have at his 
disposal, It was impossible that the 
noble Marquess should know for certain 
on how many Volunteers he could rely, 
because a Volunteer could always get rid 
of his obligations at fourteen days notice. 
It had been said that a great many com- 
manding officers of Volunteers had been 
consulted, and that they were mostly in 
favour of the change. There was, how- 
ever, undoubtedly a great difference 
among commanding officers on this sub- 
ject. He thought that in choosing a 
moment of popular excitement the 
Government had chosen a very unfor- 
tunate time for making a change in the 
constitution of the Volunteer forces. 


Amendment moved—- 


“In Clause 2, page 1, lines 10 and 11, to 
leave out ‘tu one or both of the following 
liabilities.’ ”—( Lord Monkswell.) 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE): I 
understood that the noble Lord was pre- 
vented by accident from moving his 
Amendment when this Bill was passing 
through the Committee stage, and I 
therefore very readily recommitted it in 
order to give him an opportunity of rais- 
ing the point in which he is interested. 
But I am bound to say that his Amend- 
ment does seem to me to be one which is 
directed at the principle of the Bill. I 
do not mean to say that there is nothing 
in the Bill but this clause. But this is 
by far the most important provision of 
the Bill, and those of your Lordships whz 
did me the honour of listening to ‘my 
statement when I introduced the measure 
can scarcely have failed to see that it was 
to this provision of the Bill above all the 
rest that I attached importance. We 
think it most necessary that Volunteers 
should have the power of entering before- 
hand into an agreement to serve on occa- 


sion beyond the limits of the United : 


Kingdom. Iam almost ashamed to repeat 
the argument which I have used before 
in this House, but I must again remind 
the House of the inconvenience to which 


the War Office was put, and to which the 


{28 JuNE 1900} 
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| Volunteers themselves were put upon a 
recent occasion when, at the last moment, 
a considerable number of members of the 
force signified their desire to accept 
service in South Africa. We know that 
some, at all events, of the Volunteers are 
| anxious and ready to accept this liability ; 
: weknow that in a great number of cases the 
commanding officers of Volunteer corps 
do not object to the men under their com- 
mand accepting the liability, and we know 
that the arrangement is one which will 
relieve the War Office of pressure at a 
moment when pressure is already heavy. 
With regard to the attitude of command- 
‘ ing officers of Volunteer corps I have only 
to say that when this Bill was first under 
consideration we took steps to consult a 
considerable number of Volunteer colonels 
in different parts of the kingdom, and we 
gathered from them that they are not 
opposed to the principle of the clause 
which the noble Earl wishes to omit. I 
have within the last few days again con- 
sulted a number of Volunteer ofticers 
connected with that well-known institution, 
the Institute of Commanding Officers of 
Volunteers, and from them also I gather 
that they are in favour of this provision, 
provided always that care is taken not to 
organise this class of Volunteers into 
separate companies within their corps, or 
to give them any outward mark by which 
they would be distinguished from their 
comrades in arms. I cannot help thinking 
that the apprehension expressed by the 
noble Lord opposite is somewhat ex- 
aggerated. We are told that if there are 
two classes of Volunteers there will be 
jealousy, and that those who do not accept 
the wider liability will be looked askance 
upon by their comrades. During the last 
few months we have seen the Yeomanry 
provide a certain number of men for 
service in South Africa, but is it the 
case that the other Yeomen who 
did not offer themselves as volunteers 
but remained at home have been looked 
askance upon by their comrades? I have 
heard nothing of the sort, and I do not 
believe it. It seems to me the most 
natural thing in the world that in a 
Volunteer corps there should be young 
men, unmarried and with, perhaps, no 
particular business occupation, who would 
be ready and glad to assume this liability, 
while their older comrades, perhaps 
married and settled down in life, with 
business ties, would not. I cannot con- 
ceive any practical inconvenience in estab- 
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lishing a distinction of that kind, and | 
I sincerely trust that your Lordships, who | 
I certainly understood accepted this pro- | 
vision when the Bill was read a second 
time, will not strike it out of the measure 
now. 


{LORDS} 


Bill. 128 


was impossible for anybody to object to 
it. As regards the by no means weighty 
argument upon which the Government 
chiefly rely for this change—namely, the 
advantage of knowing how many Volun- 
teers are likely to be available, it seems. 


| to me that it cannot be put in the balance 


THe Eart or KIMBERLEY: I think | 

I made it very plain indeed that I objected, 
and I confess I am not in the least con- 
vinced by the arguments used by the 
noble Marquess. My objection is not 
based by any means principally upon the 
jealousy which may exist, or upon any | 
feeling which may be created in the corps, | 
but isa much broader one. I object to | 
turning the Volunteer force into what in | 
point of fact will be a part of the| 
Regular military forces of this country. | 
It was always the intention that the | 
| 

| 


Volunteers should be used for the defence 
of the country, and that their first duty 
was, when in an emergency the larger | 
part of the effective Regular military | 
forces had to be sent out of the country, 
to supply their place. I also feel that | 
sufficient attention has not been drawn to 
another change in the Bill, to which I do 
not object, but which, taken in conjunc- 
tion with this particular sub-section, 
seems to me to be likely to have a very 
undesirable effect. The bill alters the con- 
ditions upon which we may call out the 
Volunteers. Formerly it was in the case 
of actual or apprehended invasion. For 
reasons which I think are good ones, the 
Government have determined to alter | 
these words and substitute for them 
“of imminent national danger or of 
great emergency.” I think the reason 
given was a sound one—that in a case of 
serious national emergency it might not 
be desirable to make a solemn statement 
to the whole world that we were of 
opinion that we were in imminent danger 
of invasion. It is better that the Govern- 
ment should be entrusted with the power 
of calling out Volunteers when in their 
opinion a serious emergency arises. The 
Government of the day will be the judge 
of what is a great emergency. I cannot 
help thinking that, if we have this second 
body of Volunteers always liable to be 
called on for foreign service, great 
emergencies will arise very frequently, 
owing to the Government not havin 

foreseen those emergencies, and seovkded 
a proper military foree for dealing 
with them, and they would then fall back 
on the Volunteer force at a time when it 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
q 





against the many disadvantages there are 
in the clause. It is not, I suppose, the 
intention of the Government to rely in 
ordinary cases upon the Volunteer force. 
What I imagine is intended is this: that 
when an emergency has arisen, and 
the force required, as was the case in 
South Africa, is found to be far larger 
than the Government had calculated 
upon, theGovernment will avail themselves 
of the service of the Volunteers. But 


there ought not to be any immediate and . 


pressing emergency so great that there is 
not time to find out whether the Volun- 
teers will come forward or not. I have 
no doubt that at a time of real national 
emergency Volunteers will be willing to 
come forward, and that we shall get them 
just as well as by means of this Bill. 
Indeed, I think the Bill would limit the 
number of men who would engage, because 
the men who had not engaged themselves 


to go abroad would ‘eel somewhat 
relieved from the _ obligation to 
lend their aid. I see no_ possible 


advantage in the clause, but I see very 
serious disadvantages in it, and I object 
to it mainly on the ground that it is an 
attempt permanently to supply the 
deficiencies of our military system by 


enrolling a number of Volunteers for 


foreign service. 


Lorp HENEAGE asked whether the 
Volunteers who were to be liable to be 
called out would still remain a part of 
the regiment to which they were attached, 
or would be supernumerary. If they 
were to remain on the strength of the 
regiment, the Volunteers, when these 
men were called out, would be in the 
same position as the Militia had been 
during the past six months—they would 
be deprived of a large portion of their 
very best men at a time when they were 
most wanted. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: I 
do not think it would be possible to decide 
beforehand that these men should be 
supernumerary to the establishment. 
That would mean that the moment, let us 
say, fifty men in a corps accepted liability, 
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the corps would have to raise another 
fifty men to take their place. 


{28 JUNE 1900} 


the belief, from what I have heard, that clause,” 
it would be distasteful to the Volunteer | 


corps themselves that these men should be 
created into a sort of caste outside the 67 ; 


organisation of the corps. 


Halsbury, E. (1. Chancellor.) 
Devonshire, D. (L. President.) 
Cross, V. (L. Privy Seal.) 


Argyil, D. 
Ailesbury, M. 


Lansdowne, M. 
Winchester, M. 


| ky pe E. 


Clancarty, V. 


CONTENTS. 
Romney, E. 
Rosse, E. 


Waldegrave, E. [Teller.} 
(BE. Clanearty.) 


Hardinge, \ 


| Llandatt, V. 


Sidmouth, V. 


Frankfort de Montmorency,V. 


Carlisle, E. 
Cawdor, E. 
Coventry, E. 
Dartmouth, E. 
Dartrey, E 

de Montalt, E. 
Denbigh, E. 
Egerton, E. 
Haddington, E. 
Harewood, E. 
Lichfield, E. 
Lindsey, E. 
Mar, E. 

Mayo, E. 
Onslow, E. 


Grafton, D. 
Sutherland, D. 


tipon, M. 


Buckinghamshire, E. 
Camperdown, E. 
Carrington, E. 
Kimberley, E. 
Morley, E. | 
Spencer, E. 


Bill reported without further amend- 
The Report of Amendments made 


ment. 


Gloucester, L. Bp. 


| Alverstone, L. 


Avebury, L. 
Bagot, L. 
Belper, L. 


| Blythswood, L. 


Brampton, L. 

Calthorpe, L. 

Chaworth L. (2. Meath.) 
Churehill, L.  [Zedler.} 
Clittord of Chudleigh, L. 


| Clonbrock, L. 


Colchester, L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


| Boyle, L. (EB. Cork und 
Orrery.) 

Burghclere, L. 

Davey, L. 


Hawkesbury, L. 
Heneage, L. 
Herries, L. 


| Kinnaird, L. 


Leigh, 
Manners of Haddon, L. (Af. 
Granby.) 


| 
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On Question, “That the words pro- 
Tam under | posed to be left out stand part of the 


Their Lordships divided :-—Contents,. 
Not-Cuntents, 27. 


Colville of Culross, L. 
Crofton, L. 

De Mauley, L. 
Fairlie, L. (£. 
Glenesk. L. 
Harris, L. 
Hood of Avalon, L. 
James, L. 
Lawrence, L. 
Lindley, L. 
Ludlow, L. 
Monckton, L. (V. 
Mostyn, L. 
Napier, L. 

Norton, L. 
Penrhyn, L. 
Robertson, L. 


(lasgow.) 


(ralway.) 


| Sherborne, L. 


Sinclair L. 

Stewart of Garlies, L. (/. 
Galloway.) 

Sudley,L. (2. Arran.) 

Suftield, L. 

Wimborne, L. 


Monkswell, L. 
Ribblesdale, L. 
Sandhurst, L. 
Saye and Sele, L. 
Thring, L. 
Tweedmouth, L. 
Wandsworth, L. 
Wemyss, L. (/. Wemyss.) 
Wolverton, L. 


| Teller. | 
[Teller] 


the Second Reading* would recollect that. 
the Earl of Northbrook adverted to this 


in Committee of the whole House and in | question and quoted the opinion of the 


the Standing Committee to be received | County 


To-morrow. 


Order). 


Lorp HENEAGE moved to omit from | Unfortunately, Lord 
Clause 1, the words “or the council of 
any county or borough,” his object being 
to make the cost of sites for Volunteer 
rifle ranges a charge upon the State, and 
Those of their Lord- 
ships who were present on the occasion of 


not upon the rates. 


Councils 


The 


Association. 


noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
| for War intervened, and stated that he 
MILITARY LANDS BILL [H.1.] | wasgoing to make a statement with regard 
Amendments reported (according to | to it at a further stage, upon which Lord 
| Northbrook said he would reserve what he 
| had tosay until he had heard that statement. 


made. 


Northbrook was 


unable to be present when the Bill passed 
through Committee, and no statement was. 
Conseguently he (Lord Heneage) 
now brought the question forward. A 

*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxxiii., page 1433. 
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resolution was passed unanimously by the 
County Councils Association to the effect 
that no charge for providing or equipping 
rifle ranges should fall upon the rates, 
but that it should be paid out of the 


Military 


general revenues of the country. The’ 


association were quite willing, however, 
that county councils should bear the cost 
of the necessary inquiries and preliminary 
negotiations ; but they felt that this was 
a national matter, and that any cost in- 
curred in purchasing and equipping 
ranges should be a national charge. 
He might be met by the argument that 
this was, after all, only a permissive Bill. 
In his opinion, this very considerably 
strengthened his position. As there was no 
actual obligation on county councils to 
provide the cost, if they declined, a rifle 
corps might be left without the range, and 
the Government had no responsibility in 
the matter, though it was an Imperial, 
not a local question. 


Amendment moved— 


“or the council of any county or borough. 


“Tn Clause 1, pege 1, line 5, to leave out 
—(Lord Heneage.) 


*THE Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: | 


My Lords: I must express my regret 
that I disappointed my noble friend of an 
explanation which he evidently expected. 
On the occasion to which he refers I 
think he and I must have been in the posi- 
tion of Lord Chatham and Sir Richard 
Strachan—each was waiting on the other, 
and the result was nothing was said. 
There are, of course, two classes of ranges 
which we have to consider. There are 
the great central ranges created mainly 
in the interest of the regular forces, but 
to which we have contemplated that 
Volunteers should have facilities of access 
when necessary. Volunteers require such 
access for the purpose of practising at the 
longer distances, and also for collective 
firing, which they are very often unable 
to practise owing to the insufficient width 
of their own corps ranges. 
teers can earn the Capitation Grant with- 
out firing at any distance greater than 


600 yards. Therefore, they are to a great | 
extent sufficiently provided for by 
ranges of a less length than that 


which we provide at Salisbury Plain 
and other places. 
central ranges we have 
£320,000, in addition to a large sum in- 
cluded in the purchase money of land 


Lard Heneage. 


LORDS} 


>” 


But Volun- | 


Upon these great ' 
lately spent | 


Lands Bill. 1288 


on Salisbury Plain, where we are laying 
out a number of these ranges ; and when 
the work is finished I am in hopes that 
every Volunteer corps will have a central 
range within reasonable distance. I do 
not mean to suggest that they will not have 
to travel by rail to any of them, but their 
travelling expenses will be paid. Then I 
pass to the other class of ranges—the 
local or corps ranges. There is no doubt 
that the original intention was that these 
ranges should be provided by the Volun- 
teers themselves, assistance being given 
by the Government in the form of a capi- 
tation grant; but I readily admit that 
things have altered a great deal since that 
arrangement was first made—rifles carry 
further, the difficulty of obtaining sites is 
greater, and I have no doubt that inspec- 
tion has become more strict. Therefore, 
it seems to us reasonable that we should 
at all events assist Volunteers in provid- 
ing local corps ranges. We took last 
year in our Military Works Loans Act 
_the sum of £40,000 to be spent for the 
purpose of assisting Volunteers in this 
way, and nearly the whole of that sum 
has been allocated. We have, generally 
speaking, given to corps a third or 
nearly a half of the suza of which 
they stood in need. But _ besides 
this £40,000, I have lately obtained 
from Her Majesty’s Government consent 
to spend a further sum of £100,000 on 
local ranges, and we are now engaged in 
considering how that sum should be dis- 
tributed. A Committee known as_ the 
Ranges Committee has been sitting for 
some time, and is in constant communi- 
cation with the General Officers in com- 
mand of districts. I am able to tell your 
Lordships that when this expenditure is 
completed, we shall have travelled a con- 
siderable distance towards supplying the 
Volunteer corps throughout the United 
Kingdom with range accommodation 
within easy reach of their own head- 
‘quarters. If I may be permitted, I will 
read a paragraph from a recent Report of 
the Committee, which will explain the 
matter very clearly. The Committee 
say— 

“ Apart from the London corps, the expendi- 
ture now proposed . will complete 
the process of providing the Volunteer force 
with suitable range accommodation. In the 
past two or three years the Volunteers have 
spent large sums on ranges, and the fact that 
last year not a single Volunteer was excused 
firing his class for want of accommodation, is 
| evidence that the difficulties experienced on 
| the introduction of the new rifle have been 
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been necessary for the men in many corps to 
travel long distances and incur some expense, 
but with the provision of the ranges now in 
question this will be reduced toa minimum, 
and there should in future be no corps without 
suitable ranges within easy reach, not only of 
their headquarters, but even of detached 
companies.” 


I ought not to omit to explain that in the 
distribution of funds now going on we 
propose to include subventions to some 
corps who have already provided ranges 
at their own expense, but who have done 
so nnder circumstances which seem to us 
to justify us in to some extent recouping 
them for the sacrifices they have made. 
I now come to the question which the 
noble Lord desires to raise by his Amend- 
ment—the question of assistance from the 
rates. Your Lordships will have observed, 
from what I have already said, that we 
admit that the central ranges concern us 
wholly, and local or corps ranges only 
partially. If, in regard to the local 
ranges, we are to adopt this principle of 
co-operation, the question arises, by 
whom is the remainder of the money, of 
which the Government finds a part, to be 
provided? There are three sources from 
which, conceivably, it might be found. 
There are the funds of the corps, there 
are private benefactions and subscriptions, 
and, lastly, there are the rates. I frankly 
confess to your Lordships that our Bill is 
drawn in such a manner as not to preclude 
the possibility of assistance from the rates. 
That, I gather, is the point of difference 
between my noble friend and myself. I 
am not quite sure whether his Amend- 
ment effects his purpose, but he evi- 
dently desires to put it out of the 
power of local authorities to make 
any contribution from the pockets of the 
ratepayers for these military purposes. I 
should be very sorry to see the Amend 
ment adopted. The matter, of course, 
does not rest with us; it rests entirely 
with these local bodies, and if under 
certain circumstances they should think 
proper to give some assistance from the 


{28 JuNE 1900} 


met to a considerable extent. It has, however, ‘ 


rates towards these objects, I do not see | 


why we should, by Act of Parliament, 
prevent them from doing so. It is already 
the case that some of these local authori 
ties are, of their own free will, finding 
money for the purpose of providing rifle 
ranges. I am 
authority of Nottingham has provided a 


rifle range, for which, I believe, some | 
rent is paid by the corps which have the | 
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use of it. Norwich and Warwick are 
desirous of giving assistance, and Yar- 
mouth has done so, and, I believe, is 
in hopes of attracting large numbers of 
Volunteers into camp in. the vicinity 
of the town, no doubt with the thought. 
of the advantage which may possibly 
thereby accrue to the neighbourhood. 
My noble friend referred to Lord North- 
brook’s action in this matter, and I 
may perhaps be allowed to say one word 
as to the circumstances under which this 
clause found its way into the Bill. Early 
in the spring Lord Northbrook was good 
enough to communicate with me on the 
subject, and he sent. me a memorandum 
in which it was set out that the County 
Councils Association. had been acting in 
concert with a body which, I believe, is 
known as the County Volunteers Develop- 
ment Association. A Committee had 
been appointed, and Lord Northbrook. 
sent me a copy of the Report of the 
Committee, to which his: signature was. 
attached, and of which he expressed him- 
self, I understood, entirely in favour. 
The sixth paragraph of that Report runs 
thus— 

“The Committee suggest that power should 

be given to local authorities to spend money 
upon the erection of buildings upon lands held 
for military purposes, and to borrow money for: 
that purpose. They believe that local autho- 
rities may be willing, in some cases, to charge- 
this expeaditure upon the rates.” 
It was upon. the strength of that that we 
drafted our Bill, and we certainly thought 
we were on very firm. ground. It is_per- 
fectly true that at a later stage we became 
aware of the resolution passed by the 
County Councils Association.. It stated 
that— 

**The Association is of opinion that the ex- 
pense of the provision and equipment of ranges 


for Volunteers should be provided by Parlia- 
ment and not by the rates.” 


But the Committee expressed itself en- 
tirely favourable to: the provisions of the: 
Bill as drafted, and I certainly took the 
resolution of the association as: merely 
indicating their decided opinion that this 
was a matter'in which the Government 
was. very distinctly concerned, and that: 


they did: not want to have the whole of 


aware that the local | 


the: financial burden thrown upon the 
shoulders. of the ratepayers. That was: 
my interpretation of the resolution, 
and I cannot help thinking it was: 
not am unreasonable one. The Amend-~ 
ment of my noble frienct does. 
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not entirely effect his purpose because he 
leaves in the Bill the second clause, under 
which urban councils will have the power | 
of borrowing money for the purchase of | 
land for military purposes, and county | 
councils already have, and have had for 
some time, this power. The main ques- 
tion is whether your Lordships should 
leave the Bill as it stands, or put into it | 
words which would absolutely preclude | 
these local bodies, some of whom, we _ be- 
lieve, for excellent reasons, desire to assist | 
rifle ranges out of the rates, from doing 
so. I would ask your Lordships to ad. 
here to the Bill in its present form. 


{LORDS} 
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increased enormously, and everyone must 
see that those who are not liable to pay 
rates on real property have as much in- 
terest in the defence of the country as 
those who are liable. I deprecate alto- 
gether the laying of one burden after 
another, not only for this purpose but 
for other national purposes, on local rates, 
when those burdens should be borne by 
the Imperial Exchequer. 


bo 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH said the ques- 
tion of providing rifle ranges for London 


| Volunteers in the neighbourhood of Lon- 
/don was 


most important and _ press- 


|ing on account of the density of the 


THE Ear or DARTMOUTH agreed 
in the view that, this being a national 
and not a local question, funds for the 
provision of rifle ranges should be pro- | 
vided by the nation, and not by the} 
localities. On behalf of the private donor, 
he hoped no more would he left to his | 
patriotism, because he was almost | 
squeezed dry. Perhaps the Secretary 
for War would lay down the conditions | 
under which the grant of £100,000 would 
be allocated. 


population, the immense number of 
Volunteers in London, and the condition 
of many London Volunteer corps, which 
were not drawn from one part of London 
only, but scattered over the whole of 


| London, and therefore found difficulty in 


getting to their ranges. The question of 
providing them with ranges near London 


/ was under the consideration of a com- 


mittee of the London County Council. 
He hoped the Secretary for War would 
assure the House that the matter was 


| seriously under the consideration of the 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY : So far as | 
I have been able to ascertain, there isa very | 
important consideration w ‘hich militates | 
against my noble friend’s Amendment ; it | 
is that this power is now possessed and | 
has been exercised by certain county 
councils. If that be so, of course the 
principle has been admitted. I dare say 
the noble Marquess, who is no doubt per- 
fectly acquainted with the matter, will be 
kind enough to tell us what is the extent 
of the power of local authorities to contri- 
bute towards the provision of rifle ranges. 
My objection was merely a general one. 
My feeling was that it was highly un- 
desirable to put any new charges on the 
rates. That is a very old question, and 
I am certainly not going to enter into a 
full discussion on so knotty a point. We 
have been promised a reform of local 
taxation, not only by this Government, 
but by many Governments, but the pro- 
mise has never been fulfilled. What I 
am afraid of is that in the meantime 
charges on local rates will be heaped up 
more and more. ‘This is not equitable to 
the payer of rates. The wealth of the 
‘country does not now consist. as it largely 
did formerly, of real property. The value 
of real property has fallen very much, 
‘whereas the wealth of the country has 





The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


War Office, and would give some idea 
what steps the Government intended to 
take. 


THE Eart or WEMYSS said that as 
chairman of the county council of his 
county in Scotland he heard with plea- 
sure the observations that fell from the 
noble Earl the Leader of the Opposition. 
He agreed that the provision of rifle 
ranges should not be thrown on the rates. 
The British ratepayer was a long-suffer- 
ing, asinine person, and often submitted 
to burdens “when he might kick up his 
heels and stop the whole thing.” 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: I 
will first answer the question of my noble 
friend Lord Dartmouth, who asked 
whether I was in a position to tell him any- 
thing with regard to the conditions upon 
which this further grant is likely to be dis- 
tributed. One of the conditions is that we 
must be satisfied as to the title, and I think 
it possible we may also stipulate in some 
cases that corps of Yeomanry, if within 
easy reach, might be allowed facilities for 
using the range. But I am afraid it is 
impossible to state in detail the conditions 
insisted upon in each case, because our 
instructions to the Ranges Committee are 
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to deal with each case on its merits. The 
noble Earl the Leader of the Opposition 
asked whether I could enlighten him as to 
the powers already possessed by local 
authorities to acquire or hire lands for 
military purposes. I do not know 
whether I can give him an exhaustive 
statement on the matter, but I am able to 
tell him this much, that county councils 
have power to purchase land for military 
purposes under Clause 69 of the Local 
Government Act. Borough councils 
were given similar powers under the 
Military Lands Act of 1892, and the 
object of Clause 2 of this Bill is to extend 
the powers now exercisable by a borough 
council to the council of an urban dis- 


Military 


trict. With regard to the powers 
dealt with by Clause 1 the case is 


as follows. Although county and 
borough councils have the power to 
acquire land, they have no power to 
adapt it to military purposes, and in order 
to give them that power Clause 1 has 
been introduced into the Bill. Lord 
Tweedmouth may be assured that the 
case uf the metropolitan Volunteers is not 
being lost sight of. We attach the greatest 
importance to providing them with suit- 
able range accommodation. Although I 
would rather not, for reasons which he 
can easily imagine, enter into details, I 
am able to say that the matter is receiving 
attention at this moment, and we earnestly 
hope and believe that a well-conceived 
project will be devised, under which the 
metropolitan Volunteers will have facili- 
ties for rifle practice within reasonable 
distance of their headquarters. Great 
difficulties have to be encountered not 
only in the case of London, but also in 
the case of all large towns in Great 
Britain, but I trust we may be able 
gradually to surmount them. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


*THe Eart or MEATH asked permission 
to move an Amendment which provided 
that, subject to the control of the Secretary 
of State for War, the members of cadet 
corps should be permitted to use, free of 
charge, lands provided out of the public 
purse for military purposes. He said this 
Amendment was a very humble one, and 
would not add to the expense of either 
the ratepayers or taxpayers. It was be- 


cause he did not wish to see militarism 
this country that he 


introduced into 


{28 JUNE 1900} 
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‘desired to see the free citizens of 
England capable of bearing arms trained 
/to arms in their youth. An evidence 
of the necessity of imparting military 
instruction to the youth of this country 
was given in a lecture the previous even- 
‘ing by Dr. Warre, whose whole life had 
been spent in the education of the young, 
and whose reputation as an educationist 
was of the highest. Dr. Warre said— 


“Tecan honestly say that I ‘have never seen 
any of those effects produced which the bogey 
of militarism would fain have us think to be 
the natural results of such training. I have 
never seen any even of the keenest Volunteers 
made worse scholars, or worse boys, by sub- 
mitting to the instruction and the discipline of 
the corps. I believe, on the contrary, that all 
boys who go through that discipline and in- 
struction are the better for it, gaining by it an 
increase in the power of self-control, and still 
further, in the power of being useful to their 
country in their after life. On the other hand, 
I believe that the salvation of the country as 
regards national defence depends upon the 
right and timely training of its youth with 
reference to this special national need.” 


He hoped the noble Marquess would not 
lose the present opportunity, but would 
introduce a Bill before the end of the 
session (lealing with the subject. It had 
been said that the training of our lads 
would not add one effective soldier to the 
battalions. That was quite true in one 
sense, but we had to look to the future, 
when these lads might prove of great 
service. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
My Lords, I will not say a word that 
could be interpreted as denoting any 
want of sympathy with the noble Earl's 
desire that the youth of this country 
should receive a reasonable amount of 
military education. [am well aware how 
great an interest he has taken in the 
question of cadet corps, and I wish him 
all possible success in the excellent work 
in which he interests himself. But I am 
afraid that it is quite impossible for me 
to accept this Amendment, a copy of 
which he handed to me just before the 
House met. I cannot help thinking that 
he has drawn his Amendment under a 
misconception of the scope and objects of 
the Bill. This is a Bill the object of which 
is to facilitate the acquisition of land for 
military purposes by certain local 
authorities, while the object of the 
Amendment is to secure that cadet 
corps shall have the free use of ranges 
| acquired under the Military Lands Act 
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of 1892 or under this Bill. That is 
really a question which does not arise 
at all on this occasion. This Bill does 
not raise the question of the conditions 
under which the different corps are to 
have the use of ranges, and I must say 
that I should hesitate, even if the 
clause really were germane to the Bill, to 
accept a proposal that these particular 
corps should be given a preferential use 
of ranges free of charge. 


*THE Ear. or MEATH: Not a pre- 
ferential use. 


*THE MARQUESS OF LANSDOWNE: 
Preferential in the sense that they would 
use the ranges free of charge. 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morey): This Amendment 
is not on the Paper, and as your Lord- 
ships have not had an opportunity of 
reading and considering it, I do not think 
it should be put. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH pointed out 
that a Cadet corps would he able to obtain 
all the advantages desired by becoming 
attached to a Volunteer corps. 


*THE MArQuEsS OF LANSDOWNE: 
Unless [am very much mistaken, cadet 
corps are affiliated and attached to 
Volunteer corps. 


Lorp THRING: I understood the 
noble Marquess to undertake, in the Grand 
Committee, that if I would draw up a 
schedule setting out the procedure of the 
Bill, he would accept it. I spent the 
whole of yesterday afternoon drawing up 
a schedule, which is admitted by the 
War Office to be correct. I wish to know 
whether the noble Marquess will not 
bring it forward himself and allow it to 


pass. 


*THe Marquess orf LANSDOWNE: 
Considerable trouble has been taken in 
order to meet, if possible, the wishes which 
have been expressed by the noble Lord 
who has just spoken and the noble Lord 
who sits behind him for some clear state- 
ment of the procedure which will be 
followed under this Bill in cases of the 
compulsory acquisition of land. The 
noble and learned Lord has been good 
enough to draft a schedule, which I have 
considered, and I must put it to the 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


{LORDS} 
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House whether it really will be for the 
public convenience that we should incor- 
porate that schedule in the Bill. Several 
courses have been suggested to us with 
the object of explaining to the public 
what this procedure is to be. It was 
suggested, I think at first by Lord 
Monkswell, that we might print in the 
schedule of the Bill the different clauses 
to which reference is made in the Bill 
itself. It was found that that was virtually 
impossible owing to the number and 
length of the clauses. I am afraid, there- 
fore, that that altzrnative has to be dis- 
missed. Then we come to the noble and 
learned Lord’s proposal that the schedule 
which he has been good ynough to send 
to me should be printed as part of the 
Bill. It gives a full description of the 
procedure to be adopted under the Lands 
Clauses Acts, under the Allotments Act 
of 1887, and under the Local Government 
Act of 1894. It is a somewhat lengthy 
paper, and there is this to be remembered, 
that if we were to insert it in the Bill it 
would not be a full and complete account 
of the new procedure, becauSe there would 
still be in the background the adaptation 
which the Local Government Board is 
empowered to make in applying the 
clauses under which allotments may be 
purchased to the purchase of land for 
rifle ranges. Moreover, I doubt whether 
it is convenient to insert a statement 
which professes to be a complete account 
of other statutes, but which is worded in 
terms different from those used in the 
statutes. I think such a procedure is 
open to grave objection. I would venture 
to suggest to the noble and learned Lord 
and to your Lordships that we may fairly 
meet the objections that have been raised 
by the procedure contemplated by the 
Bill—namely, that the Local Government 
Board should, in the usual way, make the 
Adapting Order under this Bill, which 
Adapting Order will be published. I am 
told that in this case the Adapting Order 
will be published during che coming 
autumn. If this is not considered sufti- 
cient I should be willing to have a concise 
statement of the procedure printed and 
published, but I prefer not to have it in 
the Bill. I trust the alternative I have 
proposed will be acceptable to the noble 
and learned Lord and to the House. 
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THE EarL oF KIMBERLEY: The 
noble Marquess has, I think, endeavoured 
to meet the noble and learned Lord to a 
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certain extent, but I confess that the 


more I hear of it the more unsatisfactory | 
In point | 
of fact the matter appears to be so com- | 
plicated that it is impossible to draw up | 
any statement sufficiently clear to be put | 
into the Bill. If that is so, is it not rather | 


the arrangement seems to be. 


hard that people whose property is to be 


taken against their will should not know | 


the procedure under which that is to be 


done? Although I think it is quite right | 
that there should be power to take land 


compulsorily under this Bill, that power 


ought only to be exercised under plain, 
distinct, and statutory regulations. There | 


is a very elastic power lodged in the 
Local Government Board, and I must say 
that I am jealous of the Executive having 
any power to deal peremptorily with the 
The power 
should be fenced round and. distinctly set 
out, so that no one can feel that he has 
any ground for complaint as to the 
manner in which it has been exercised. 


Lorp MONKSWELL said that his 
noble and learned friend Lord Thring was 
very much exercised in his mind as to 
the word “adaptation,” which he con- 
sidered very vague and not at all 
desirable. 


THe Eart oF MORLEY 3aid that in 


his opinion the wording of Section 2 of | 


Clause 3 was anything but satisfactory. 


The section stated that the provisions of | 


Sections 9 and 10 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894, and of the enactments 


thereby incorporated, should, as far as | 


they were applicable, and subject to such 
adaptationsas the Local Government Board 
might by order prescribe, apply in the 
case of hiring land compulsorily for mili- 
tary purposes as they applied in the case 


of hiring land compulsorily for allot-. 
He suggested that the noble, 


ments. 
Marquess should state definitely in the 
Bill how many of the provisions of 
Sections 9 and 10 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, 1894, were applicable, and that 
the “adaptations ” of the Local Govern- 
ment Board should be abolished. 


Bill to be read 3% to-morrow. 


ANCIENT ie PROTECTION 
BILL. 


Order), and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 
VOL. LXXXIV. ([FourtH SEriks.| 


{28 June 1900} 
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RESERVE FORCES BILL [H.L.]. 


MILITARY MANCEUVRES BILL [H.L.]. 


Read 3¢ (according to Order) ; Amend- 
ments made; Bills passed, and sent to 
the Commons. 


POOR REMOVAL BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). 


Clause 1 :— 


*Lorp AVEBURY said he had been 
requested by the Association of Poor Law 
Unions of England and Wales to move 
what seemed a very reasonable Amend- 
ment to this clause. The clause provided 
that— 

“A person who has resided continuously for 
five years in England shall not thereafter be 
removed to Ireland under the Acts relating to 
the relief of the poor.” 


He proposed to insert after the word 
“England” the words “of whica five 
years not less than one year shall have 
been continuously in the parish or union 
‘in which he applies for relief.” He 
believed he was correct in saying that the 
restriction as he proposed to amend it 
was the law in regard to Scottish removals. 
|The object of the Amendment was also 
to secure that there should be some 
evidence that the person in question had 
| been for five years in England. 


Amendment moved— 


“In Clause 1, line 2, efter (‘England’) 
| to insert (‘of which five years not less than one 
| year shall have been continuously in the parish 
| or union in which he applies for relief.’”)— 

(Lord Avebury.) 


| *Lorp HARRIS: My instructions from 
the Local Government Board are to ask 
your Lordships not to accept this Amend- 
ment. The object of the Bill is to redress. 
what is regarded as a grievance in Ireland. 
| At present there is no law of settlement 
,in Ireland, and a person who has been 
' born in England but who obtains relief 
| from the rates in Ireland is not removable 
| to England, whereas the Irish born person 
if he comes upon the rates in England 
!ean, except under two circumstances, be 
/removed back to Ireland. It has long 
|been felt in Ireland that this is a 
serious grievance. The two circumstances. 


under which an Irish born person 
Amendments reported (according to | living in England becomes what is called 
| irremovable are where he has, in the first 
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case, lived for three years continuously in 
a parish, in which case he obtains a 
settlement in that parish ; and, secondly, 
where he has lived continuously fora year 
in the union in which he applies for relief, 
and that year has to be immediately ante- 
cedent to the date on which he applies 
for relief. In either of these cases he 
becomes irremovable, but unless he has 
resided three years continuously in a 
parish, or if he applies for relief outside 
the union in which he has lived continu- 
ously for a year, he is still removable back 
to Ireland, whereas under no cireumstances 
is an English born person obtaining relief 
from the rates in Ireland removable back 
to England. The effect of the noble 
Lord’s Amendment would, in the opinion 
of the Local Government Board, really be 
to stultify the Bill. If a person can be 
shown to have lived for five years in 
England, he then obtains a settlement in 
England, and cannot be removed back to 
Ireland ; but the noble Lord proposes to 
cut down that advantage, as it is regarded 
in Ireland, by making it compulsory upon 
the person to have lived for a year in the 
parish or unicn in which he applies for 
relief. This Amendment would prevent 
the advantage being conferred which we 
have endeavoured to give to Ireland, by 
increasing the possibility of removability. 


That is the reason why I ask your Lord- , 


ships to reject the Amendment. 


Lorp CLONBROCK said that as an 
old Irish Poor Law Guardian he could 
testify to the fact that the grievance 
which this Bill proposed to remove had 
been actually felt for many years in 
Ireland. Any person who became 
destitute in Ireland had to be relieved, 
utterly irrespective of whether he was 
born in Ireland or had lived there any 
number of years. It might happen that 


a person who had only been in Ireland | 


one day applied for relief, in which case 
the union would have to maintain him if 
necessary for the whole course of his 


life. Onthe other hand he had known | 


cases of Irishmen being sent back from 
England after an absence from their own 
country of twenty years. 


Eart SPENCER : I sincerely trust that | 


the Bill will be carried in its present 
form. I have every reason to recollect, 
during the considerable number of years 
I was in Ireland, that continual cases of 


{LORDS} 


Bill. 


great and serious complaint, and, as I 
understand it, the Bill as it is framed is 
a Bill of reciprocity. It puts Englishmen 
in Ireland on exactly the same footing as 
Irishmen in England with regard to re- 
movability under the poor law. 
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*Lorp AVEBURY said he did not 
oppose the Bill. The object of his 
Amendment simply was to secure that a 
person should have been living for a 
reasonable time in a union before he 
became chargeable to the union. To 
-omit this was practically to abolish the 
law of settlement. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


*Lorp AVEBURY then moved the in- 
sertion of a new clause, the object of 
which was to secure that proper evidence 
should be obtained in corroboration of 
the statement of the pauper. This pro- 
vision was required as between one union 
in England and another union in England, 
and the safeguards which were considered 
necessary in England should be applicable 
|in this case. Unless some such words 
were inserted there would he nothing on 
which the magistrates could act except 
the mere statement of the pauper him- 
self. Surely it was reasonable that some 
evidence in corroboration of that state- 
ment should be allowed to be insisted 
upon. 


Amendment moved— 


“ After Clause 1 to insert as a new clause : 
‘Upon an application for removal of a 
vauper to Ireland, the justices or magistrates 
hearing such application shall, if the pauper 
shall assert that he has resided continuously 
in England for five years without relief require 
such evidence in corroboration of such assertion 
to be furnished as they or he may deemsutticient, 
and in the event of no satisfactory evidence in 
corroboration being furnished, or on being 
satisfied that the board of guardians applying 
for the order of removal has made proper 
enquiries but has failed to obtain such corrobo- 
rative evidence as aforesaid, such justices or 
: magistrates shall make such order as they or 
he would have made had this Act not been 
passed.” —(Lord Avebury.) 


*Lorp HARRIS: I fear that I appear 
in a very unsympathetic attitude towards 
the noble Lord, but I am instructed 
to oppose the insertion of this new 


clause. The object of the noble Lord’s 


Amendment is to throw the onus of 


this kind were cropping up. It is a very | proof upon the pauper. We will take 


Lord Harris. 
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the case of an Irish pauper whom the 
guardians wish to remove, and who ob- 
jects to being removed. The noble Lord 
wished to throw upon the pauper the 
onus of proving that he has been resident 
in England for five years. Apart from 
the question whether the pauper is in a 
very good position to produce corrobora- 
tive evidence before the justices, the 
guardians are not, as a matter of fact, by 
this Bill put in a different position from 
what they are under the present Act. 
Under the Act at present the onus of 


has to produce the evidence, the justices 
will require sufficient proof before they 
consent to an order for removal. Of 
course it is obvious that the obtaining of 
evidence sufficient to satisfy the justices 
will be a matter of labour and of some 
expense. 


the guardians would still be put to 


labour and expense, because they would | 
that the | 


have to satisfy themselves 
pauper’s statement and such corrobora- 


{28 JUNE 1900} 


| MERCHANT SHIPPING (L 
It is quite likely, if the noble | 
Lord’s Amendment was adopted, that | 
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said, however, he could not press his 
Amendment, but he hoped Her Majesty’s 
Government would look into the point 
raised. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, 
withdrawn. 


Bill reported, without amendment ; 
and recommitted to the Standing Com- 
mittee. 


proof is thrown upon the guardians who | UNION OF BENEFICES ACT, 1860, 


wish to remove a pauper, and I think one | 
is justified in assuming that, whoever 


AMENDMENT BILL [1.1]. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without Amend- 
/ment ; and recommitted to the Standing 
Committee. 


[ABILITY OF 
SHIPOWNERS AND OTHERS) BILL 
[No. 138]. 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) EXTENSION BILL [No. 139]. 
| Brought from the Commons ; read 14; 
‘and to be printed. 


tive evidence as he managed to adduce, | 


which might or might not be very 
erecible, were in fact true. The Bill 
does not throw upon the guardians an 


onus which does not rest upon them | 


now. The Loval Government Board, 
having given careful and sympathetic 
attention to the representations of the 
very important hody the noble Lord re- 
presents, are of opinion that the Bill as it 
was introduced by your Lordships is, 
npon the whole, in the best form. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY did not 
see that there could be any hardship 
under the Bili as it stood. 


Lorp CLONBROCK ventured to think 
that it would he impossible for a pauper 
to prove that he had resided continuously 
in England for five years without receiving 
relief, unless he subpcenaed all the re- 
lieving officers in the country. 


*Lorp AVEBURY said he had been in- 
formed that all that the Amendment 
asked was that the same precautions 
should be taken in the case of the removal 
of Irish paupers as were taken when 
English paupers were removed from one 
parish to another After what had been 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — BOER 
PRISONERS AT ST. HELENA. 

| Tue Eart or MAYO: I beg to ask 
| Her Majesty’s Government whether it is 
'a fact that the Boer prisoners at St. 
| Helena are being fed with fresh, while 
‘our soldiers guarding them only get 
‘tinned, meat; and whether the cleaning 
‘out of the tents occupied by the Boer 
| prisoners is done by our fatigue parties. 


| 


| THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
| I am glad to be able to reassure my noble 
|friend. I have to-day received from the 
| officer commanding troops at St. Helena 
the following telegram— 


“It is not true that prisoners of war at 
St. Helena are being fed with fresh, while our 
soldiers guarding them only get tinned, meat. 
Meat ration same in each case. Prisoners of 
war clean out their own tents and ground 
occupied by them. Prisoners of war clean 
also remainder.” 





| I do not know what “ remainder ” is. 
| 


| “No fatigue parties of our soldiers are used 
for these purposes.” 
| 
House adjourned at half past Seven 
of the clock, till To-morrow, 
half past Ten of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. tion had been supplied, and there had 
been a long period between the displace- 
Thursday, 28th June, 1900. ment of the old population and the pro- 
vision of new buildings. Meanwhile. 
great hardship had been inflicted upon 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. the poor inhabitants, who had been 
compelled to seek shelter elsewhere, 
eON (CLERKENWELL AND wot with the result ae fey on 
NDON (CLERKENWELL A} 4 lem of overcrowding had been in- 
BORN) PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL Preeed in the district poser the: 
(BY ORDER). t 1g th 
improved area. An experience in his. 

Order for Third Reading read. own constituency had made him painfully 
familiar with these results. It had been 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | stated by the chief sanitary inspector: 
“That the Bill be now read the third | for Bethnal Green that the result of the: 
time.” Boundary Street scheme was to turn 
3,000 persons into other crowded parts of 
Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, | his district. [Mr. CoLtincs dissented.}; 
S.W.) said this was a Bill confirming | Well, he would not bind himself to that 
an improvement scheme under the | exact figure, but that was substantially 
Housing Act of 1890, to be carried out} the number, and he was in a position. 
by the London County Council. The | personally to corroborate the statement. 
areas dealt with by the scheme were in | No doubt the fine buildings which were- 
the neighbourhood of Holborn, and the | opened in Bethnal Green the other day 
number of persons of the working classes | by the Prince of Wales constituted a great 
who would be displaced by the scheme | achievement, but it was worthy of note 
was about 1,400. The Bill provided that | that they were not occupied by the dis- 
new dwellings for the accommodation of | placed inhabitants, and that to a very 
at least 1,400 persons should be erected | large extent they were not occupied by 
on the area, but there was no stipulation | Bethnal Green people at all. They had 
that the new accommodation, or any quota | heen let to persons coming from all parts 
of it, should be provided before the old | of London, and even from outside the: 
dwellings were demolished. His object | metropolis. He was surprised to find, 
in moving in the matter was to repair| indeed, that persons who had _pre- 
that defect in the Bill, and should he | viously removed their families some miles. 
be successful he proposed to take the | outside London had come back to Bethnal 
same course with regard to three other | Green, because they preferred the sub- 
precisely similar London Bills which were | stantially-built sanitary dwellings of the 
on the Paper that day. He would like | London County Council to the jerry-built 
to say at the outset how cordially he | structures of the speculating builder at 
recognised the good work done by the | Walthamstow or Leytonstone. Now, his 
London County Council with regard to | object was to prevent the experience of 
the housing of the people, bearing in| his constituents in Bethnal Green being 
mind the limited powers which the | repeated in other parts of London. He 
Legislature had conferred upon that body. | understood it would be quite possible to: 
They were now in a position to review | acquire a site available for the erection 
by the light of experience what had been | of a considerable number of dwellings 
accomplished, and he thought it could} before demolishing any of those which 
not be denied that in certain respects the | now existed. They knew what had been 
results were disappointing. It was due|the policy of the Local Government 
to the London County Council to say | Board in these matters, and he desired’ 
that it had removed a certain number of | to see that policy adopted by the 
plague spots; but, on the other hand, | Home Office, which was the confirming’ 
some of their beneficent schemes had | authority as regarded these schemes so 
been attended by the most deplorable far as London was concerned. The 
incident that, in securing the removal of | Local Government Board was the: 
existing slums, they had assisted in the| confirming authority for improve- 
creation of new ones in the immediate | ment schemes outside the metropolis, and: 
neighbourhood. Existing buildings had | he found that when such schemes were 
been demolished before new accommoda- | brought forward for provincial towns the 
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Local Government Board invariably intro- 
duced into the Order a clause similar to 
that which he desired to impose upon the 
London schemes. Perhaps the House 
would permit him for a moment to sketch 
out the age framework of what he 
might call the model clause approved 
by the Local Government Board. [The 
hon. Member read the model clause. | 
The House would see that, according to 
this model clause, provision was made that 
the demolition of the existing buildings 
should proceed part passu with the provi- 
sion of new dwellings for the aceommoda- 
tion of the persons displaced by the scheme. 
He wished to press this as strongly as he 
could upon the attention of the represen- 
tative of the Home Offiee, and he trusted 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Bordesley would consent to the 
postponement of the motion for the Third 
Reading of this Order, and put himself 
into communication with the London 
County Council, so that, by friendly 
concert between the two authorities some 
clause framed on the lines he had indi- 
cated might be introduced into this and the 
other Bills they had to consider that day. 
There could be no difficulty in carrying 
it out in the case of the Poplar scheme, 
because there the new dwellings were to 
be erected, not on the insanitary area 
itself, but on land in the neighbourhood. 
Perhaps the more convenient plan for him 
to adopt would be to move the adjourn- 
ment of the debate, but he would not do 
so then, as the effect would only be to 
restrict the area of discussion. It might, 
however, be moved later .on, and so for 
the present he would content himself with 
expressing a sincere hope that the right 
hen. Gentleman would give to the point 
he had raised the careful consideration he 
thought it deserved. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY oF STATE 
FOR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
JESSE COLLINGS, Birmingham, Bordesley) 
said he would like to point out to the hon. 
Member that the postponement of the 
Third Reading of this Order would delay 
the scheme for replacing insanitary dwell- 
ings by healthy ones, and he did not 
think the improvement should be put 
off longer than was absolutely neces- 
sary. As to the Home Office entering 
into communication with the London 
County Council on the question, he could 
assure the hon. Member that they were 
so acting at the present time. If the hon. 


{28 JuNE 1900} 
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Member would only look at the Pro- 
visional Orders before the House he would 
find that they were so worded as to give 
the Secretary of State complete control 
over the demolition of houses and the 
building of other houses for the re-housing 
of the people. That provision was 
inserted with the express purpose of 
securing that, so far as was possible, the 
new accommodation should be provided 
before the demolition took place. And 
this was no perfunctory policy on the part 
of the Department ; it was carried out in 
regard to almost every scheme, and the 
Home Office was in continual communica- 
tion with the London County Council in 
order to secure that end. It was the case 
that the London County Council were 
quite willing to co-operate with the Home 
Office in doing all that was possible in 
that direction. But in some cases it was 
physically impossible to carry out such an 
arrangement ; and if the hon. Member 
would only favour him by examining the 
details which he would be pleased to hand 
to him, he would be astonished at the steps 
the Home Office were taking, in co-opera- 
tion with the London County Council, to 
progress in the direction which he desired. 
It was the case that in most of the 
schemes which came before the Local 
Government Board clauses were put in 
which were far more stringent than the 
model clause quoted by the hon. Member. 
But then the cases were entirely different. 
The provincial Orders dealt with the dis- 
placement of far smaller numbers of people 
than did the metropolitan schemes, 
and he ventured to assert that there 
was scarcely a case coming from a 
provincial town where accommodation 
could not at once be obtained by the 
persons displaced. The same could not 
be said of these great London schemes. 
With regard to the Poplar scheme 269 
people were to be displaced. They were 
now resident in three small areas, and 
fortunately the London County Council 
possessed a vacant area in the neighbour- 
hood upon which they were quite willing 
to erect houses before demolishing the 
other buildings. At St. Luke’s about 
1,000 people were to be displaced. There, 
however, there were four areas to be 
dealt with. In the case of one the houses 
would be destroyed, and fresh ones would 
be put up before the second area was 
touched. The same remark applied to 
Southwark. He thought the hon. Member 
was singularly unfortunate in selecting 


Business. 
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the Boundary Street scheme as an instance | 
of the necessity for carrying out his pro- | 
posal, for he believed it was arranged to 

divide that scheme into five or six | 
sections, and to complete one section | 
before commencing on another. | 


| 


| 
Mr. PICKERSGILL : Yes; _ the} 
original design was admirable, but it was | 
not carried out ; and, as a matter of fact, | 
the whole of the area was cleared for a | 
year before a single new building was | 


erected. aan 
Mr. JESSE COLLINGS said he did | 


not think the hon. Gentleman was quite | 
right in his statement of fact, although he | 
was aware that the original design was | 
modified. He could only repeat that if | 
the hon. Member insisted upon the inser- | 
tion in the London schemes of a clause of 
the nature he had indicated the result 
would probably be to indefinitely delay 
large metropolitan schemes for rehousing 
the people. He would point out, further, 
that the object aimed at was very largely | 
secured under the agreement which had 
been come to in respect of these four 
particular schemes, and he hoped, there- 
fore, that the opposition to the Third 
Reading of the Bill would not be pressed. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said he only 
desired to affirm, as regarded the London 
County Council, what had been said by | 
the right hon. Gentleman—namely, that | 
there had been the most absolute co- , 
operation between the Home Office and 
the London County Council. It was 
quite true that the London County 
Council was subject to the control of the 
Home Office, but it was equally the fact, 
and that had been acknowledged by his 
right hon. friend, that they had not sought 
in any way to obstruct the Home Office or | 
to diminish the obligations incumbent upon | 
them. No doubt, in some cases they had 
been obliged to demolish old houses before 
they could put up new ones ; but then it 
was clear that where they only had the | 
one site available it must be cleared before | 
the new building could be erected. He 
fully sympathised with the object of the 
hon Member for South-west Bethnal | 
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I have received that the Home Office wilh 
carefully watch this matter, and secure, 
as far as possible, that no existing 
dwellings shall be demolished until new 
ones have been provided. 


Business. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 

port from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 

previously inquired into, and which are: 

applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 


Walsall Corporation Bill {Lords}. 


Ordered, That the Bill be 
second time. 


read a 


BIRMINGHAM CORPORATION (STOCK) 


BILL [Lords]. ' 

Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out amendment. 
SCOTTISH AMERICAN INVESTMENT 
COMPANY BILL [Lords]. (BY ORDER.) 

Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 

SOUTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 

[Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; Amendments. 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 

LONDON (POPLAR) PROVISIONAL. 

ORDER BILL. (BY ORDER.) 

Read the third time, and passed. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 


Green, but he ventured to suggest that | the third time To-morrow. 


if this opposition were persisted in it 
would retard, if not altogether frustrate, | 
the object which they all had in view. 


LONDON (ST. LUKE) PROVISIONAL. 
ORDER BILL. (BY ORDER). 


LONDON (SOUTHWARK) PROVISIONAL 


Mr. PICKERSGILL : For the present 
I will content myself with the assurances 


Mr, Jesse Collings, 


ORDER BILL. (BY ORDER). 
Read a second time, and committed. 
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BARRY RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 
BILL [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 
and Proceedings given before the Com- 
mittee on the Barry Railway (Steam 
Vessels) Bill, 1898, be referred to the 
Committee on the above-named Bill. 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


MUIRKIRK, MAUCHLINE. AND DAL- 
MELLINGTON RAILWAYS (ABAN- 
DONMENT) BILL [Lords]. 

Report [26th June] from the Select 

Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time. —( Mr. Caldwell.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 

_ Reported, with Amendments [Provi- 

sional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 

upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


_ Reported, with Amendments [Provi- 
sional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
l'o-morrow. 


ELECTRIC POWER BILLS. 


Sir JAMES KITsON reported from the 
Select Committee on Electric Power Bills, , 


That, for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Tuesday 
next, at half-past Eleven of the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


DUBLIN) CORPORATION BILL AND 
CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL BILL (JOINT COMMITTEE.) 

Sir UcGutrep Kay-SHUTTLEWORTH 
reported from the Joint Committee on 
the Dublin Corporation Bill and the Clon- 


tarf Urban District Council Bill, That the | 


parties opposing the Dublin Corporation 
Bill had stated that the evidence of George 
N. M‘Mnrdo, chief clerk of the Irish 
Lights Commissioners, 94, Rathgar Road, 
Dublin, and James W. Drury, Local 
Government Board auditor, Albany 
Lodge, Monkstown, county Dublin, was 


essential to their case; and, it having | 


been proved that their attendance could 
not be procured without the intervention 


{28 June 1900} 
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of the House, he had been instructed to 
move that the said George N. M‘Murdo 
and James W. Drury do attend the said 
Committee on Tuesday next, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock, and remain in attend- 
ance during the proceedings of the Com- 
mittee. 


Business. 


Ordered, That George N. M‘Murdo 
and James W. Drury do attend the Joint 
Committee on the Dublin Corporation 
Bill and the Clontarf Urban District 
Council Bill on Tuesday next, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock, and remain in atten- 
dance during the proceedings of the Com- 
mittee. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP D). 

Mr. HARGREAVES Brown reported 
from the Committee on Group D of 
Private Bills ; That, for the convenience 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned 
till Tuesday next, at Twelve of the 
clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to — Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Order 
(No. 1) Bill, Local Government Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 3) Bill, Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill, 
without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to confirm.certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade, 
under the Gas and Water Works Facili- 
ties Act, 1870, relating to East Surrey 
Water, Hayling Water, Maidenhead 
Water, Sevenoaks Water, South-West 
Suburban Water, and Tonbridge Water.” 
Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to 
authorise the Corporation of Manchester 
to construct additional tramways in and 
near the city, and to confer further powers. 
upon the Corporation and neighbouring 
authorities in respect of tramways within 
and beyond the city ; and for other pur- 
poses.” Manchester Corporation Tram- 
| ways Bill [Lords]. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time; referred to the 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 

and to be printed. [Bill 271.] 
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MANCHESTER CORPORATION | gate; Margate; Dukinfield; Bassaleg ; 
TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. | Mynyddislwyn ; Newport (Mon.) ; West 

Read the first time ; and referred to Cornforth ; Kelloe; Weston-super-Mare ; 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private | Bristol; Abbey Road; Redditch; Lan- 





Bills. | caster; Heath Town ; and Wigan ; to lie 
—— | upon the Table. 
PETITIONS. | SUNDAY CLOSING (WALES) ACT (1881) 
| AMENDMENT BILL. 
Pee | Petition from Llanarthney, in favour ; 
COLONIAL MARRIAGES (DECEASED | . E e 
WIFE’S SISTER) BILL. | to lie upon the Table. 
Petition of the Agents General for the | 
Cape, Natal, New Zealand, Tasmania, and | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
the Australian Colonies, in favour ; to lie Se el 
upon the Table. | SOUTH AFRICAN WAR (HOSPITAL 
ACCOMMODATION). 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petiti : . | Copy presented, of Telegrams respect- 
etition from Dundee, in favour ; to lie | ing Hospital Accommodation for the 
upon the Table. Troops in South Africa [by Command] ; 
LICENSING (SALE OF INTOXICATING | * lie upon the Table. 
LIQUORS). | 
Petition from Milford Haven, for alter- | 
ation of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (RAILWAYS). 
Copy presented, of Administration 
| Report on the Railways in India in 1899- 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON | 1990, by F. R. Upeott, esquire, C.S.1, 
SUNDAY BILL. Secretary to the Government of India, 
Public Works Department, Railways [by 
_Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petition from Margate, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON a 
SUNDAY BILL, AND SALE OF INTOXI- | Copy presented, of Draft Order in 
CATING LIQUORS (IRELAND) BILL. — Council constituting a Consultative Com- 
Petition from Milford Haven, in favour; mittee of the Board of Education [by 

to lie upon the Table. Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. Copy presented, of Eighteenth Annual 
Petitions in-favour, from Hambleden ; |, Report of the Fishery Board for Scotland, 
Fulham ; Marylebone ; Watford ; West-| being for the year 1899. Part III. [by 
minster ; Shepherd’s Bush; Grosvenor Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
uare; Oxford Street (two); Bristol 


(three); Chelsea (two); Glyncorrwg ; | LUNACY (SCOTLAND). 
Ayr; Fowlmere ; Stafford ; Stoke-upon-. Copy presented, of General Rules for 
Trent ; | Wakefield ; | Scramerston ;, the government of the Asylum situated 


Norham; Renishaw; Bunhill Fields; at Kirklands, in the county of Lanark 
Coventry ; Tweedmouth ; Rugby; Llan- [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 
arthney; South Bristol ; Hull (three) ; | 

Radcliffe (two) ; Wolverhampton ; Wyke-| TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
field ; Mossley ; West Cornforth ; Kelloe;| Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
* New Malden; Dukinfield: Stalybridge Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
(three) ; Sheffield; Hexham; and | 2463 to 2467 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
Wigan ; to lie upon the Table. | the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) | TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
BILL. SERIES). 


Petitions in favour, from Watchfield;| Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Harringay ; Hinckley ; New Whittington ; | Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
Renishaw ; Coventry; _Llanarthney ; | No. 530 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Stalybridge (two); Corbridge; Rams- | Table. 
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ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, | 
1900-1901). 


Copy presented, of Supplementary | 
Estimate of the additional amount re- | 
quired in the year ending 31st March, | 
1901 for expenditure in respect of Army | 
Medical Establishments [by Command] ; | 
referred to the Committee of Supply, and | 
to be printed. [No. 240.] 


| 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — HOSPITAL | 
ARRANGEMENTS AT THE FRONT— | 
MR. BURDETT-COUTTS’ CHARGES. 
Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 

Thanet): I beg to give notice that on an 

early day I will call attention to the 

military hospital arrangements in South 

Africa and move a resolution. I also 

give notice that I will call attention on, I 

hope, an earlier day to the inconvenient 

operation of Standing Order 17, and move 
to add at the end of the clause—“ No 
notice of motion or order of the day shall 
prevent any such motion from being pro- 
ceeded with.” I shall further ask the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the | 
oy, whether, having regard to the 
act 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
must point out to the right hon. Gentle- 
man that he has given notice of a motion 
which he is precluded from moving. He 
has already on the Notice Paper a motion 
which raises practically the same question 
as that raised by the second motion of 
which he has now given notice. Notice 
of a question must be given in the usual 
way. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I will do 
that, Sir. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been 
drawn to the letter of the honourable 
Member for Westminster, from Cape 
Town, dated 29th May, on our wars and 
our wounded; whether the previous 
letters, written from Bloemfontein early 
in April, but not published, were com- 
municated by the same hon. Member or 
any other person to the War Office on | 
their receipt ; and, if so, what steps were | 
taken by the War Office to inquire into 
the condition of the hospitals and the 
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sick in Bloemfontein and other hospital 
and whether the Government 
are now ina position to make any satis- 
factory statement as to the condition of 
the hospitals and the treatment of the 
sick in Bloemfontein in the months of 
last, and generally in 


Questions. 


April and May 
South Africa. 


The following questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the Paper— : 


Mr. PAULTON (Durham, Bishop 
Auckland): To ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether his attention 
has been drawn to the allegations con- 


‘cerning the hospital arrangements and 


equipment in South Africa ; what steps 
are being or will be taken to inquire into 
and report upon the subject ; and who is 
the official of the War Office directly 
responsible to the Secretary of State for 
the sufficiency and efficiency of the pro- 
vision made for the treatment of sick and 


| wounded on active service. 


CotoneEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epp- 
ing): To ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War if, in consequence of the 
public statement made by a Member of 
this House yesterday with regard to the 
treatment of the sick and wounded in 
South Africa, he will cause an immediate 
inquiry into the allegations made. 


Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
To ask the Under Secretary for War 
whether, in view of the charges brought 
against the medical arrangements for the 
troops in South Africa, he is prepared to 


_make any statement upon this matter. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyYNDHAM, 


| Dover): I have read the letter of the hon. 


Member for Westminster. No previous 
communication has, so far as I know, 
reached the War Office beyond the short 
telegram sent to the Commander-in-Chief 
from Cape Town on June Ist. There are 
six questions on the Paper arising out of 
the statements made by the hon. Member, 


‘and I understand that my right hon. 


friend the First Lord of the Treasury will 
be prepared to deal with them in reply to 
a question which stands last on the Paper 


‘in the name of the Leader of the Opposi- 


tion. 


Mr. DILLON: Arising out of that 


‘answer, perhaps I may be permitted to 


ask the hon. Gentleman to reply to the 
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paragraph in my question which asks 
whether the letters of the hon. Member 
for Westminster previous to 29th May 
came to the knowledge of the War Office 
through any channel ! 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have answered 
that we had no previous communication 
from the hon. Member at the War Oftice 
beyond the telegram of 1st June. 


Mr. DILLON : The reason that I ask 
the question is that the answer of the 
hon. Member to my question just now 
was not an answer. My question was 
perfectly distinct. It was whether the 
communication I have alluded to and 
what may be described as the suppressed 
letters of the hon. Member for West- 
sige hg an !”|—suppressed, I mean, 
by The Times newspaper, not by the 
Government—whether these letters did 
come to the knowledge of the War Office 
through any channel. The hon. Gentle- 
man’s answer was that he had had no 
communication from the hon. Member 
for Westminster. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I know nothing of 
the letters which Zhe Times newspaper 
declined to publish. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether his 
attention has been called to a letter from 
Cape Town dated 29th May last, signed 
by the hon. Member for Westminster, in 
which grave defects are described as 
having existed in the treatment of the 
sick in South Africa; whether Her 
Majesty’s Government are aware of the 
facts as described ; who is responsible for 
the state of things alleged ; and whether 
prompt steps have been taken to remedy 
It. 

THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I think it is perhaps for the con- 
venience of the House that I should 
endeavour to answer in one reply the 
numerous questions on what most 
naturally and properly is felt by the 
House to be a subject of national import- 
ance. I do not understand that anything 
has come to our notice which suggests that 
any sufferings of the sick and wounded in 
South Africa are due to an insufficient 
supply of medical appliances and comforts 
sent from this country. The question is 
rather one of organisation and distribu- 


Questions. 
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tion in South Africa. A certain amount 
of correspondence, which I hold in my 
hand, has passed between Lord Roberts 
and the Secretary of State on the sub- 
ject, and I propose to lay this correspond- 
ence before the House. I hope it will be 
in the hands of Members in a very few 
hours—probably before dinner-time this 
evening. But as the House is feeling so 
keenly on the subject, perhaps hon. 
Members will like me to read some 
material extracts from this correspon- 
dence, even if those extracts somewhat 
exceed in length an ordinary answer to: 
a question in this House. As my hon. 
friend the Under Secretary for War has 
stated, the first intimation reached us in 
a telegram to the Commander-in-Chief 
from the hon. Member for West- 
minster on the 4th of June. On 
the 5th of June the Secretary of 
State telegraphed to Lord Roberts, and 
on the 6th of June Lord Roberts sent the 
reply, which will soon be in the hands of 
Members, and from which the following 
extracts are taken— 


Questions. 


“The very existence of my force depended 
upon the supplies coming up by train along a 
line of railway nearlv 900 miles long, every 
bridge of which for the last 128 miles had beem 
destroyed by the enemy. Notwithstanding: 
this, I ordered that the requirements of the 
sick were to be first taken in hand as soon as 
the rail had been repaired and a few trains of 
supplies had been got through. The principal 
medical officer proceeded with the first train 
to Kroonstad with surgeons and nurses. The 
field hospital could not be utilised, as we were: 
about to move on again, but No. 3 géneral andi 
Scotch hospital had been held in readiness at 
Bloemfontein to be sent to Kroonstad directly 
the line was open; this was done, and the 
former received 180 patients within twenty- 
four hours of its arrival. I repeatedly visited 
the hospitals during the short time I was at 
Kroonstad, and I impressed upon the principal 
medical officer and Lord Methuen, who was 
on his way to Kroonstad, to do all 
that was possible to remedy matters. 
A few days after my departure I received a 
report from the principal medical officer that 
the medical arrangements there were in all 
respects in good order, while Lord Methuen 
has since informed me that everything is 
thoroughly  satistactory. I was deeply 
distressed at being unable to make suitable 
arrangements for the sick on our first arrival 
at Kroonstad ; but it is obvious that a certain 
amount of suffering is inseparable from the 
rapid advance of a large army in the enemy’s 
country, when railway communication has been 
destroyed ; and such suffering would have been 
enormously increased had it not been for the 
prompt manner in which the medical 
authorities made the best of the very scanty 
accommodation available at a place little 
larger than an ordinary English village.” 
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Subsequent to that reply of Lord Roberts 
a further communication was addressed 
on the same subject by the Secretary for 
War to the Commander-in-Chief in South 
Africa on 20th June. On 25th June a 
reply was sent by Lord Roberts, of which 
I propose to read this extract — 


Questions. 


“As regards hospitals at the base, before 
leaving Cape Town I personally assured imy- 


self that the arrangements were working satis- | 


factorily, and [ have not heard since any com- 
plaints about them. When we arrived at 
Bloemfontein we had an abnormal number of 
sick, due no doubt not only to the peculiarly 
exhausting nature of the march, but also to the 
terrible insanitary conditions of our camp at 
Paardeberg, where the only water available 
for drinking purposes flowed down from the 
Soer camp a mile and a-half higher up the 
river, which was crowded with dead animals in 
a state of decomposition. We also had a con- 
siderable number of wounded after the fight on 
the 10th of. March. ‘To hastily improvise 
accommodation. at Bloemfontein for such a 
large number, which gradually increased up to 
2,000 before I left that town, was no easy task. 
Owing to the rapidity of our march from the 
Modder no tents could be carried with the 
force, and none were available until our rail- 
way communication with Cape Colony had been 
restored. As soon as [ couid arrange for such 
supplies being placed at Bloemfontein as were 
necessary for the very existence of the force, I 
ordered up tents and all necessary appliances 
for the sick, nurses, more doctors, and more 
hospitals. Bloemfontein is not a large town, 
but all suitable public buildings, schools, etc., 
were made into Scabiiile. I constantly visited 
these, and after a very short time they were, [ 
considered, in good order and not overcrowded. 
Pa I can quite understand that people 
who have no practical experience in such 
matters are much concerned to hear the 
hardships which sick and wounded soldiers 
have to undergo in time of war, especially 
when they are not aware of the many diffi- 
culties that have to be contended with in 
order to alleviate suffering on «active service. 
Such difficulties are sutficiently great in 
countries in which there are large towns and 
villages, and easy communication by road and 
rail from the base of operations, but they 
have been immeasurably increased in South 
Africa by the local conditions to which I have 
already referred. I have no wish to shirk re- 
sponsibility in the matter or to screen any 
shortcomings which might be proved against 
the Royal Army Medical Corps. You state 
you have been told that the reports of Mac- 
Cormac and Treves are optimistic, and the con- 

ditions have probably changed for the worse 
since their visit. I[t is true that neither of 
these gentlemen took part in any long or diffi- 

cult march, but two consulting surgeons who 

are now en route to England—Mr. Watson 

Cheyne and Mr. Lenthal-Cneatle—have been 

with this force from the Modder River to Pre- 

toria. I would ask that their opinions on the 


subject might be ascertained, and I would 
further suggest that a small committee, con- 
sisting of one or two medical men of recognised 
ability in whpm the public have full confidence, 
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together with some men of sound common 
sense, should be deputed to. proceed. to South: 
Africa in order to inquire into and. furnish a 
full report on the working of the medical 
arrangements throughout the war.. I will 
| guarantee that they shall have the fullest 
assistance to unable them to make a searching. 
inquiry into the matter. If their visit should 
result in ameliorating the conditions of our 
sick and wounded soldiers: during time of war, 
no one would be more grateful and pleased 
than myself.” 


The Government are of opinion that some: 
such independent inquiry should, at Loud. 
Roberts’s request, be placed at his disposal. 
I think the House has as full information. 
as can be given until hon. Members have 
the Papers in their hands. The subject, 
I am aware, is one on which a great deal 
of publie feeling is properly excited, and,, 
in my opinion, where such a state of 
public feeling exists, it is most desirable 
‘that this House should have an oppor- 

tunity of discussing the question if it so. 
| desires. I do not think that a motion 
| for the adjournment of the House would. 
method, because the 


ibe a convenient 
| Papers would not be in the hands of 
‘Members. In any case, my right hon. 
' friend the Member for the Isle ot Thanet 
has put down what is called a blocking 
notice, which would prevent the adjourn- 
'ment of the House from being moved . 
cont MemBeErs: No,no!] I am so in- 
ormed; but, however that may be, I 
think that a far more orderly procedure 
would be for the House to discuss this 
question on the Estimates. I propose to- 
morrow, therefore, that we should depart 
from the announced order of business, 
and place an Estimate first on the Paper 
before the Scotch Votes, to enable the 
question to be raised. I had originally 
| intended to place on the Paper the Vote 
for the salary of the Secretary of State, 
but I have reason to believe that under 
| our rules it would not be possible to discuss 
the Medical Department on that Vote, 
because there is a separate Vote for it. I 
propose, therefore, to place a purely 
nominal Supplementary Estimate of £5 for 
the Army Medical Department, to stand 
first on the Order Paper, in order to give 
the House the opportunity of discussing 
this question. I hope the House will feel 
that I have given all the information I 
can with a view to publicity. 


*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS  (West- 
minster): May I ask the right hon. 
Gentleman a question arising out of 
his answer—whether in Lord Roberts’s 
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statement there is any account of the 
field hospitals about Bloemfontein—any | 
account other than that which he has_ 
read of the town hospitals within Bloem- | 
fontein, which contained 700 patients out 
of 2,200? I did not hear them re- 
ferred to. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I venture to 
think that we had better not attempt to 
anticipate the debate of to-morrow by 
question and answer across the floor of 
the House. It is a legitimate question, 
but it can be dealt with adequately to- 
morrow. 


Questions. 


WAR FUNDS COMMITTEE'S 


RECOMMENDATIONS. 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury if 
he can state what steps the Government 
intend taking to give effect to the recom 
mendations of the War Funds Committee | 
presided over by Lord Justice Henn 
Collins ; whether an independent actu- 
arial valuation of the various funds ad- 
ministered by the Patriotic Commissioners 
is contemplated in order that the sur- 
pluses may be made available for the 
necessities of the present war ; whether 
the minutes of evidence taken before the 
Committee will be presented to this 
House; and whether the Government 
will afford an opportunity for the discus- 
sion of the Report before the close of the | 
session. | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe that 
the main recommendation of the War 
Funds Committee, to which all the others 
are subsidiary, is the constitution of a 
central council, consisting of the repre- 
sentatives of the central and local relief 
committees, who should organise a uni- 
form system ofadministration to be carried 
out by local committees. The War Funds 
Committee consider that such a council 
would be best organised with the advice | 
and assistance of the local committees, | 
and the subject is now engaging atten- 
tion. The Government will await the 
proposals which may be submitted before 
‘deciding.on the course which they will 
take. I am not aware of any ground for | 
‘questioning the accuracy of the periodical 
valuations of the funds administered by 
the Patriotic Commissioners. The minutes 
of evidence and the appendices to the | 
Report of the Committee will be presented | 
to the House. The last question of the | 
chon. Member I have already answered. 
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NUMBER OF ARMED FORCES IN 
SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushceliffe): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War what 
has been the total addition by the 
taking over of colonial Volunteers, 
enlistment in the country or in any other 
manner, to the armed forces landed in 


Questions. 


‘South Africa between Ist August, 1899, 


and 3lst May, 1900 ; what number have 


been landed since 31st May ; and what is 


the number on the sea but not yet 


‘landed. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am afraid that 
I do not understand the hon. Member's 
question. The armed forces landed in- 
clude, of course, colonial contingents. If 
he wishes to have the number of colonial 
as distinguished from British forces, I can 
only refer him to my statement of 12th 
March, which placed them actually and pro- 
spectively at 21,240 South African, and 
8,033 from other self-governing colonies, 
or 29,273 in all. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS: Is that number 
in addition to the 204,000 ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, that total in- 
cluded the 8,033 from other self-governing 
colonies. 


RELEASED BRITISH TROOPS. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War what course it is proposed 
to take with reference to the 3,500 
British soldiers now liberated who have 


‘been captured by the Boers, having regard 


to the provisions in the Queen’s Regula- 
tions enjoining the holding of a court of 
inquiry in connection with every case of 


‘surrender to discover the circumstances 


under which the capture was effected. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Lord Roberts has 
reported that no blame attaches to the 
officers who have been released, and that 


‘they have been reinstated. No official 


information has reached the War Office 
in regard to the liberated non-commis- 
sioned officers and men. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman, merely as a 
matter of information, has there been no 
regular inquiry, and have these prisoners 
been let loose without any investigation ! 
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Questions. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have given the | lated with so-called anti-typhoid serum. 


hon. Member all the information I have. 
The Queen’s Regulations lay down that 
there shall be an inquiry, and I have no 
reason to suppose that they have been 
infringed. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 
quire myself. 


I will in- 


ROODEVAL ENGAGEMENT, 7TH JUNE. 

Mr. SWIFT MaAcNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the attention of the War Office 
authorities has been directed to the form 
of the cablegram from the General of 
Communications, Cape Town, dated 10th 
June, announcing the capture at Roodeval 
of the 4th Battalion of the Derbyshire 
Regiment on June 7th, in which a short 
list of casualties several days old forms 
the bulk of the telegram, while the capture 
by the Boers of a whole battalion is an- 
nounced at the end of the message, which 
stated that Stoneham reported many 
severely wounded, and remaining 4th 
Derbyshire and: details prisoners, except 
six rank and file in his camp; whether 
there is any, and, if so, what explanation 
of the fact that the casualties were made 
the main feature of the message, and the 
capture of a whole battalion a minor 
incident: and whether directions, as in 
the case of despatches, will be given to 
make telegraphic communications with 
reference to the operations of the troops 
intelligible. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: At the time of 
despatch of the telegram the General 
Officer commanding the line of com- 
munications was not in possession of any 
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details of the disaster beyond the message | 
from Major Stoneham, the medical officer | 


of the captured hospital, which contained 
merely a list of casualties. 
Officer forwarded the only information 
then at his disposal. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will thehon. 
Gentleman tell the General Officer in 
future not to put the cart before the 
horse ? 


INOCULATION OF TROOPS AGAINST 
FEVER. 


The General , 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, | 


Tyneside): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he 


can state how many of the troops inocu- | inhabitants that after being made aware- 
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Questions: 


have had enteric fever in South Africa, 
how many of those inoculated have since. 
died of enteric fever, and whether any of 
those inoculated have been invalided 
home as a direct result of such inocula- 
tion ; and whether he will state on whose 
scientific recommendation the Govern- 
ment have been induced to make this 
experiment on troops sent out to serve in 
South Africa. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In reply to the 
first paragraph of the question I must 
refer the hon. Member to the answer on 
this subject which I gave on Tuesday. 
The inoculation was entirely voluntary— 
there was no idea of making experiments 
on the troops going out to South Africa.. 
The credit of suggesting the inoculation 
belongs to the Professor of Pathology at 
Netley Hospital. 


BOER WAR OF 1881—MEDALS. 

GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether, in view of the 
fact that medals have recently been 
issued to the survivors of those who took 
part in the Red River and other expedi- 
tions now of by no means recent date, 
the Government will also consider the 
claim of those who took part in the Boer 
war of 1881, in connection with which 
no medal or decoration has as yet been 
issued, considering the arduous nature of 
some of the operations, especially the 
defence of the garrisons. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Medals are not 
granted for campaigns of which the 
general result was not successful, and the 
Boer war of 188} comes in this category. 


ORANGE FREE STATE—PROCLAMA- 
TION AS TO REBELS. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether a 
proclamation has been issued in South 
Africa to the effect that any of the in- 
habitants of the Orange Free State found 
in arms after a certain fixed date will be 
treated as rebels. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Lord’ Roberts at the 
end of May consulted Sir A. Milner as to 


_the issue of a proclamation warning the- 
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of the annexation, they would be liable 
to be treated as rebels. I have no further 
information at present. I have tele- 
graphed to inquire what action has been 
taken. 


Mr. DILLON: Can the right hon. 
‘Gentleman state whether or not this 
action of Lord Roberts was taken with 
the approval of the home Government ? 


‘Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN did not reply | 


immediately. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 
answer ! 

Mr. DILLON: If the right hon. 
‘(Gentleman cannot answer the question, I 
shall put it on the Paper. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. 


Member need not be so hasty. I merely 
desired to understand what the question 


Answer, 


(which is put without notice) is about. I 


am not aware that avy action has been 
taken, and under the circumstances I 
cannot say whether the action has received 
the approval of the Home Government 
or not. 


RESUMPTION OF INDUSTRIAL OCCU- 
PATIONS IN THE TRANSVAAL. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the telegram, dated 7th June, 
from Sir Alfred Milner, warning miners 
who had been employed in the Transvaal 
mines before the outbreak of hostilities, 
and who had returned to England in con- 
sequence of the war, and were then 
about to start for the Transvaal from 
Southampton, to postpone their return to 


South Africa, was published by the. 


authority of Her Majesty’s Government ; 
by what authority, whether of the Im- 
perial Government or of the Cape Govern- 
ment, was Sir Alfred Milner empowered 
to announce that such miners would be 
delayed at Cape ports, and would not be 
permitted for a couple of months to 
return to their work in the Transvaal 
mines, and by what means is it contem- 
plated to enforce the prohibition of 


English miners returning to their work | 


in the Transvaal ; and, will the Govern- 
ment take any, and, if so, what steps to 
remove the impediments to the return of 


the Uitlanders who were before the war | 
working operatives in mines to the Trans- , 
_ that a divisional order wasissued, grounded 


waal. 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The reply 
to the first question is Yes. As to the 
second and third questions, hostilities are 
still proceeding in the Transvaal, and 
whatever measures are necessitated by 
the military situation will be taken and 
enforced by the Field Marshal Com- 
manding-in-Chief in South Africa. The 
resumption of trade and industry will not 
be delayed a moment longer than the 
military exigencies require. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Am I not 
correct in saying that the order came 
from Sir A. Milner and not Lord Roberts? 
Was it on the authority of the Home 
Government or the Colonial Government 
that Sir A. Milner acted 2? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I answered 
the first question in the affirmative. It 
was on the authority of the Home 
Government. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that during the 
enforced absence of these English miners 
their places have been filled up by black 
labour ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


ALDERSHOT MANCEU VRES—HEAT 
CASUALTIES. 
CoLoNEL DALBIAC (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he can state at what period of 


the day the majority of the men fell out, 


during the field day at Aldershot on the 
11th instant ; and whether, as on former 
occasions, most of the mischief occurred 
during the march home along dusty roads 
in column of route during the hottest 
part of the day. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : It has been already 


| stated that most of the men fell out on 


the return march; and the greater part 
of the march was through country where 
there are no made roads. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War, having regard to the fact that in 
August, 1893, in consequence of the 
sufferings of the troops from the heat of 
the sun and from thirst and want of food 
on field days at Aldershot, Sir Evelyn 
Wood, who was then in command, made 
a report with strictures on the hardships 
to which the men had been subjected, and 
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on that report, which prescribed the 
giving out of a ration to troops taking 


Questions. 
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| Regular regiments, who are employed as 
| aides-de-camp to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Questions. 


part in field days, while commanding | Ireland, are not made supernumerary in 
officers were made responsible for the their regiments by seconding, and that 


examination of men’s haversacks and | 
water-bottles to see that the order was | 
made effective ; whether he will say if | 
this order was in force at Aldershot on | 
the field day on the 11th instant, and, if | 
not in force, when was it cancelled, and | 
what were the reasons for that course ; 
and, if the order was in force, will he 
explain why it was net observed on the) 
11th instant, and state who is responsible 
for the disregard of its injunctions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: While Sir Evelyn 


they only do four months duty with their 
regiments in each year; and whether the 
experience of the war in South Africa has 
shown that this limited regimental train- 
ing is sufficient; and, if not, whether he 
can see his way to these appointments 
being limited to officers of the Militia, 
Yeomanry, and Volunteers, whose train- 
ing would not necessarily be curtailed by 
being thus employed. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Theiacts stated in 
the first paragraph are accurate. There 


Wood was at Aldershot an extra Govern-| is, however, nothing to show that the 


ment ration was sanctioned for tactical 
‘operations at a distance from the camp, 
while for operations in the vicinity of 
Aldershot light refreshments were pro- 
wided from canteen funds. No alteration 
chas been made in this practice. The com- 
manding officers were made responsible | 
‘that the men’s haversacks and water- 
hottles were examined before the troops 
marched off parade. The order has never 
ibeen cancelled, and there is no ground | 
ifor supposing that it was infringed on the | 
1th instant. | 


RESERVE REGIMENT OF LANCERS | 
AT BALLINCOLLIG. | 

Lorp WILLOUGHBY pe. ERESBY | 
(Lincolnshire, Horncastle): I beg to ask | 
the Under Secretary of State for War if | 
his attention has been ealled to the fact | 
that there are over 400 men in Her 
Majesty’s Reserve Regiment of Lancers | 


.at_ Ballincollig who have no arms, and, | . , , 
8 ’ >| appointment to Volunteer regiments ; 


ithough they have 300 horses, have no | 


over 300 recruits in the regiment learning 
nothing owing to the want of equipment ; 


.and, whether, in view ef these facts, he | 
will immediately take steps to arm and | 


‘equip the regiment or disband it. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The ow is | 


completely equipped with saddles and 
bridles, and with all arms except lances, 
which are being supplied as fast as 
possible. 


-AIDES-DE-CAMP AND REGIMENTAL 
DUTY. 


CoLonEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
ito ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that officers of 


officers of the Lord Lieutenant’s staff who 
joined their regiments in South Africa 
were in any way deficient in regimental 
training, and it is not thought necessary 
to make any change in the regulation. 


CoLonEL WELBY: Are we to under- 
stand that four months training in a year 
is sufficient for an officer ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I would not have 
my hon. and gallant friend draw any such 
conclusion from the reply. 


VOLUNTEER OFFICERS’ 
ALLOWANCES. 

CoLtoneL DALBIAC: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if his 
attention has been drawn to the fact that 
those Volunteer officers who have recently 
been gazetted to commissions in the Army 
have been called upon to refund the £20 
outfit allowance drawn by them upon 


OUTFIT 


bridles or saddles; and that there are | and whether, having regard to the cir- 


| cumstances of the case, the repayment of 
|this amount may be remitted, as these 
| officers have now expenses for outfits, 
| especially in the case of those appointed 
from Rifle regiments to ordinary Line 
regiments, and vice versa. 


| CoLoNEL PRYCEJONES = (Mont- 
| gomery Boroughs): I beg at the same 
time to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the regulations have 
been brought to his notice under which a 
late officer of the Volunteers, who has 
received his £10 part uniform allowance, 
and after passing his school of instruction 
is entitled to the second instalment of 
£10, but who, when subsequently ap- 
pointed to a lieutenancy in the Army, is 
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obliged to refund this grant-in-aid and is 
not entitled to receive the second instal- 
ment ; and will he undertake to reconsider 
cases of this kind witha view of changing 
the present conditions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In reply to these 
questions, the matter is receiving con- 
sideration, and it is hoped that a final 


Questions. 


decision will be arrived at within a few | 


days. 


VOLUNTEER CAMPS—MEDICAL 
OFFICERS. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War if, having regard to 
the fact that the medical experience of a 
surgeon in the Volunteer force cannot 
be increased by his watching men going 
through field training for fourteen days, 
the pay and allowances of one medical 
officer for the whole period of camp can 
be sanctioned, and its allotment be left to 
the commanding officer among such of 


the surgeons of a regiment whose practice | 
enables them to be present on certain 


days. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The 


will be considered. 


VOLUNTEER CAMPS—ALLOWANCES— 
COMPOSITE REGIMENTS. 


Sirk HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 


ask the Under Secretary of State for War | 
if, having regard to the operation of the | 


50 per cent. rule to entitle a Volunteer 
battalion to pay and allowances for going 
into camp for fourteen days, and the 


number of Volunteers who will therefore | 


be deprived of the training the Govern- 
ment now thinks essential, he will allow 
provisional or composite regiments to be 
formed on the same lines as in the past. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: One of the most 
important objects of the Volunteer camps 
is to enable the men belonging to batta- 
lions and brigades to train together. The 


object in view would not be attained by | 


{COMMONS} 


suggestion | 





| for War whether he is aware that on the 
8th instant Peter Walsh, of Donaghmore, 
county Cork, was enlisted at the Cork 
barracks upon his own statement that he 
was over eighteen years of age, and that 
when Kate Walsh, mother of the lad, 
applied upon the following day for the 
‘discharge of her son, producing at the 
same time his birth certificate proving 
| that his age was only seventeen, her re- 
| quest was refused, and she was not even 
| permitted access to her son ; and whether 
| under these circumstanees, and in view of 
| the fact that Peter Walsh was removed 
to England on the 13th instant, steps will 
_ be taken to send him back to his parents. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I explained on 
Monday, in answer to a similar question, 
that, under the regulations, if a recruit is 
over seventeen years of age his retention 
in the service rests entirely with the 
General Officer commanding the district, 
with whose discretion the Secretary of 
State does not interfere. 


Captain DONELAN : Is it intended 
to retain this boy in the service against. 
| the will of his parents ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: This ‘question has 
| been asked and answered over and over 
again, It is a matter of uniform practice, 
when the recruit has turned seventeen 
years of age, to retain him in the service 
until the: General Officer commanding 
decides otherwise. 


Captain DONELAN: Why was the 
mother of the lad refused permission to, 
see him ? 





[No reply was given. ] 

Mr, FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Is there 
|no War Office rule by which a recruit is 
discharged when he is absolutely neces- 
sary for the support of his father and 
mother ? 


|_ Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
does not arise out of the question. 


That. 


the formation of provisional or composite | 


regiments as suggested. The Secretary 


of State for War does not therefore con- | 
sider it expedient to permit the forma- | 


tion of such regiments. 


UNDER-AGE RECRUITS—CASE OF 
PETER WALSH. 
Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 





NAVY—WATER-TUBE BOILERS— 
H.M.S. “TERRIBLE.” 

| _ Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
| shire, W.R., Shipley): I beg to ask the First 
| Lord of the Admiralty if H.M.S. “ Ter- 
| rible,” fitted with water-tube boilers, sailed 
| from Hong Kong on the 16th inst. upon a. 
service of most grave national emergency 
in the carrying of troops for the relief of 


| 
| 
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British citizens in Peking, and arrived at | 
Ta-ku on the 22nd inst., having accom- | 
plished the distance of 1,800 miles in five 
and a half days, or about 13} miles per | 
hour ; whether, seeing that the vessel has | 
formerly attained a trial speed of 22 miles | 
per hour, any explanation of the falling- 

off in speed can be given; and whether | 
the Admiralty will telegraph to the | 
Admiral in command for an explanation. | 


Questions. 





Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI-| 
RALTY (Mr. Goscuen, St. George’s, | 
Hanover Square): The hon. Member is | 
wrong in his dates. He states that the | 
“Terrible” arrived on the 22nd. As a 
matter of fact she landed her troops on | 
the morning of the 21st, so she probably | 
arrived the previous day. We have every | 
reason to believe that the boilers and 
machinery of the ship are thoroughly 
efficient. There are no grounds for tele- 
graphing to the Admiral in command on | 
the matter, and I am sure at such a time | 
of strain as this he ought to be troubled 
with as few demands for explanation as 
possible. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: Will | 
the right hon. Gentleman say what speed, 
according to his own computation, the 


vessel did make on this voyage ? | 


| 

Mr. GOSCHEN : Iam not in a position | 
to make a computation. We do not 
know whether she accompanied a tran- | 
sport or whether she had to call at any 
places on the road. I have no doubt she | 
went at the speed she was instructed to 
travel at. 


Mr. ALLAN (Gateshead): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman inform the House | 
why it was that the vessel did not attain | 
her designed speed of twenty-two knots | 
in the case of a grave national emer- 
gency ? 
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Questions. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: Many statements 
have been made to Parliament as to the 
performances of Her Majesty’s ships 
fitted with Belleville boilers, and I 
desire to keep Parliament fully informed 
on the subject. Accordingly, I propose, 
when Vote 8 comes on, to make a ver 
full statement, a course which I hope will 
be satisfactory to the hon. Gentleman. It 
is, however, quite impossible to furnish a 
full account of the performances of all 
ships fitted with these boilers, as the per- 
formance of the boilers only could not be 
separated in any Return from that of every 
detail of the machinery, and the prepara- 


| tion of such a Return would entail great 


labour upon a Department already over- 
whelmed with work, and also fail to pre- 
sent a true reflection of the situation, as, 
I presume, is desired by the hon. Gentle- 
man, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman also on 
that occasion furnish an account of the 
vessels fitted with water-tube boilers of 
types other than the Belleville type ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: Certainly. I shall 


|deal with the whole question of boilers 


and machinery. 


BREAKDOWN OF H.M.S. “HERMES.” 
Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: I 


| beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 


ralty whether the Admiralty have now 
received any explanation of the position 
and extent of the leakage which rendered 
Her Majesty’s ship “Hermes” helpless 
in mid-ocean ; whether this leakage was 
in the water-tube boilers ; and if it is yet 
known how long the repairs will take. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The report of the 
court of inquiry on the breakdown of 


the “Hermes” has now been received. 
| The chief cause of the breakdown was 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I presume because | the inefficient state of the feed pumps, 


she had no orders to do it. 


' which had been allowed to become so de- 





‘fective that they were not capable. of 
Fame ; em supplying the necessary feed water to 
BELLEVILLE BOILERS. ithe boilers. The court state there is no 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, | reason to suppose that the. feed pumps 
W.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the | were not efficient when the “Hermes” 
Admiralty whether, in view of the sums’ left England, but that the slight defects 
of money already spent, and of the still| which arose in ordinary work were in: 
larger sums to be expended in the instal-| creased by injudicious treatment. The 
lation of Belleville boilers in Her Majesty’s | distilling apparatus was also working un- 
ships, he will now furnish a full account | satisfactorily. The leakage appears to 
of the performance of all ships fitted with | have taken place’ from various steam 
these boilers: |and drain pipe joints, and in some cases 
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from split boiler tubes, and also water | flagship. There is no chaplain borne in 
was being pumped into unused boilers the commodore’s ship, but at Ste John’s, 
and escaping through their safety valves. | the headquarters of the fishery squadron, 


1331 Questions. Questions. 1332 


It would be improper to make any state- 
ment at present as to the responsibility 
for the treatment which the machinery 


there are opportunities of attending 
divine worship. The majority of the 
ships on the station have no accommoda- 





recieved, as the report has not yet been | tion for chaplains, but in the case of two 
fully considered, and the state of health | of them which have such accommodation 
of the staff engineer in charge did not | a naval instructor has been appointed in 
admit of his exercising the necessary | lieu of a chaplain and naval instructor 


supervision. He has since been invalided. 
The boilers have been seriously damaged 
by being worked without sufficient 
water, and a large number of the tubes 
will require to be replaced. It is im- 
possible to say at present how long the 
repairs will take. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: Do 
I correctly understand that the leakage 
was in the boilers ! . 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The hon. Gentleman 
had better read my answer. I will not 


venture to go into any further statement | 


of detail. 


Mr. ALLAN: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman received any report from the 


inspector of machinery who was sent out | 
‘ to see the vessel, in which it was stated | 


that—-—- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! Notice 
must be given of that. 


NAVY CHAPLAINS ON THE NORTH | 


AMERICAN AND WEST INDIAN 

STATIONS. 

*Mr. PEEL (Manchester, S.): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty whether 
on the North America and West Indies 
station for eleven vesselsof the Royal Navy, 
carrying an aggregate of over 2,600 men 


and boys, there is but one chaplain ; and | 


whether in the Newfoundland fishery 
squadron, which for nearly half the year 
forms an independent command, consist- 
ing of four sea-going vessels, carrying 
over 500 men and boys, there is no 
chaplain ; and, if there is a deficiency of 
chaplains in Her Majesty’s Fleet, will the 
Admiralty endeavour to supply such 
deficiency by inviting suitable clergymen 
to serve on Her Majesty’s ships for short 
terms, such as a year, or duteg the 
period for which a ship is in commission. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: There are three 


chaplains on the North America and 
West Indies station—namely, one at 
Bermuda, one at Jamaica, and one in the 





| (combined), as none of the latter were 
|available. It is hoped that this will be 
| remedied later. There is a deficiency of 
| chaplains capable of acting as instructors, 
| which makes it difficult to supply medium- 
_ sized vessels with the number of chaplains 
‘desired, but it is not considered to be 
sufficient to justify the exceptional course 
| suggested in the last part of the hon. 


| Gentleman’s question. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): 
What is the religion of the chaplains in 
question 4 


Mr. GOSCHEN was understood to 
reply, “ Church of England.” 


' CHINA—ANTI-FOREIGN OUTBREAK— 
RECENT OPERATIONS — TIENTSIN 
AND PEKING. 

Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
|I beg to ask the Under Secretary for 
| Foreign Affairs whether there is any news 
| as to events in China. 
| 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY ror 
|FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): Yes, Sir, information 
received to-day leaves no doubt that 
Admiral Seymour has been extricated, 
‘and Tientsin relieved. We have a 
‘telegram dated Tientsin, 24th June, as 
follows :— 

| News..of Commander-in-Chief arrived 
| yesterday, and party leaves to-night to succour 
fees He had seized a small arsenal north of 
| Tientsin called Wu-ku, and was being~bom- 
| barded by large number of guns. He was in 
| urgent need of relief, having had about forty 
| killed and seventy wounded. This news was 
| brought by a servant of one of the members of 
| the Legation who is fully trustworthy. Foreign 
| settlements were shelled from 18th June to 
| 23rd June. Damage done comparatively slight 
| except in French concession, which has suffered 
greatly. British Consulate a good deal knocked 
about. British casualties at Tientsin up to 
date of relief, four killed and fifty wounded, 
including in latter six officers.” 


Sir Charles Scott telegraphed from St. 


Petersburg at noon to-day— 


“Further official telegram from Admiral 
Alexieff, Port Arthur, June 27th. © During 
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night of 26th, column from Tientsin, com- ' 
manded by Lieutenant-Colonel Shirinsky, and ; 
consisting of four Russian companies and 
similar number of foreigners, liberated Admiral | 
Seymour’s column, escorting it to Tientsin. 
200 of Seymour’s column wounded.” 


I notice in private telegrams, which give | 


the casualties in greater detail, that the | 
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State for the Colonies whether an 
estimate for the fruit and mail direct 


' steamship service to and from Jamaica, 
| contracted for by the Crown Agents, will 
| be presented while the contract is lying 
upon the Table. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The grants 


number of wounded is placed much higher. | in aid for steamer subsidies in the West 
We have no news of the Legations beyond | Indies, viz. : of £5,000 taken on a Supple- 
that communicated to the press last night, | mentary Estimate in July 1898, and of 
namely, that Sir R. Hart stated they had | £35,000 included in the original Estimates 
orders to leave Peking on 20th June. The | for 1899-1900, are available to meet, and 
allied forces at Ta-ku and Tientsin haye | will more than cover, all payments due. 





now been considerably augmented, but 


in respect to this service. 


we are not aware what action the com- | 


manders propose to take. 


INDIAN TROOPS FOR CHINA SERVICE. | 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg. to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether the cost of send- 
ing additional troops from India to 
China is to be borne by the Indian or the 
Imperial Exchequer. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will fall on 
the Imperial Exchequer. 


INDIAN ADMINISTRATION—SEPARA- 
TION OF JUDICIAL AND EXECUTIVE 
FUNCTIONS. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint Bo- 
roughs): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India whether a memorial in 
favour of separating judicial from execu- 


tive functions was forwarded to the | 
Government of India in July, 1899, for | 


consideration and report; and whether 
any, and, if so, what report on the 
subject has been received from the 
Government of India. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For! 
INDIA (Lord G. Haminton, Middlesex, | 


Ealing): The memorial to which the 
hon. Member’s question refers was for- 


warded to the Government of India in | 
I have not yet received | 


August, 1899. 
the Government of India’s report upon it. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: When does 
the noble Lord expect to receive it ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I cannot say. 
It is a very large question. 


JAMAICA FRUIT AND MAIL STEAM. 
SHIP SERVICE. 


Sirk J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


ASHANTI—INVESTMENT OF 
COOMASSIE. 
*Stir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
| shire, Forest of Dean): Is there any news 
from Coomassie ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: None 
beyond what has been already published. 


THE WAIMA INCIDENT. 


Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
| Foreign Affairs whether he will, before 
| the debate on the Foreign Office Vote is 
‘concluded, lay upon the Table of the 

House a copy of the despatch of the 29th 
| March last, addressed to the French 

Government with reference to the Waima 
case ; and whether he can now give the 
House any further information respecting 
the progress of the negotiations with 
France on this subject. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 

I also wish to ask the Under Secretary of 

| State for Foreign Affairs if he can state 

' what stage has been reached in the nego- 

tiations with France for compensation to 

the surviving relatives of the British 

officers and men killed by French troops 
| at Waima in 1893. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The Note to the 
French Ambassador respecting the Waima 
incident cannot be laid at present, as 
negotiations on the case are now proceed- 
ing. It is not possible to make a state- 
ment at this moment. 


_ NORTHERN MACEDONIA — BRITISH 
CONSULAR STAFF. 


| Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 
| beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
| for Foreign Affairs whether, in view of 
'the disturbed condition of affairs in 
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Northern Macedonia, steps have been 
taken or will be taken to strengthen the 
British Consular staff in that part of the 
Balkan peninsula. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Two years ago the 
British Vice-Consulate, which had hither- 
to been established at Monastir, was 
transferred to Uscub because it was con- 
sidered that the latter place was better 
situated for the purpose of obtaining 
trustworthy reports on events in Northern 
Macedonia. Frequent reports are re- 
ceived from Her Majesty’s Vice-Consul 
there, and Her Majesty’s Government do 
not consider that any grounds exist for 
creating new consular posts in that part 
of the country. 


REMOVAL OF GRAVEL FROM GREY- 
STONES. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether he is aware that 
gravel is being taken from the foreshore, 
below high-water mark, at Greystones, 
county Wicklow, and sold in Liverpool 
and elsewhere, and that the occupiers of 
houses situated near the foreshore have 
protested against the removal of the 
gravel ; and whether he proposes to take 
any steps in the matter. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Rircuiz, Croydon): I have 
received a complaint as to gravel having 
been taken from the shore at Greystones. 
I am informed, however, that the greater 
portion of the gravel so taken has been 
removed from the beach above high-water 
mark of ordinary tides, and not from the 
foreshore. At present I have not suffi- 
cient evidence of injury to the coast to 
justify the issue of a prohibitory Order. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Has any member of 
the public a right to take gravel from 
above high-water mark, or is it the private 
property of the owner of the land ? 


MR. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANKS REGU- 
LATIONS. 

*Mr. WARR (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
I beg to ask the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer whether arrangements could be made 
whereby the Statutory Inspection Com- 
mittee of Trustee Savings Banks should 
have an opportunity of considering regu- 


lations proposed with regard to Trustee 
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Savings Banks before such regulations are 
laid before Parliament. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): If the hon. Member is 
referring to the Trustee Savings Banks 
Regulations laid on the Table of the 
House on the 28th May last, I may 
explain that they were made by the 
Treasury under Section 2 of the Savings 
Bank Acts of 1887 (50 and 51 Vict., 
c. 40), which requires certain regulations 
for the Post Office Savings Banks to be 
extended to Trustee Savings Banks. No 
functions or duties of the Inspection Com- 
mittee are affected by those alterations, 
and it did not appear necessary to consult 
that body formally in the matter. 


CROWN QUIT RENTS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. O'KEEFFE (Limerick) : I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
seeing that the sum of £37,000 is annu- 
ally received by the Crown out of the 
corporate towns in Ireland as quit rents, 
as is shown by the Returns lately laid 
upon the Table of the House, whether he 
can state if any of this impost is or could 
be applied in use of local taxation. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The annual 
sum referred to in the question represents 
quit, etc., rents for lands in all parts of 
Ireland, and is not received out of cor- 
porate towns except to a very small 
extent. It forms part of the land revenues 
of the Crown in Ireland, which revenue is 
by law payable into the Exchequer, and 
is carried to the Consolidated Fund, and 
could not be applied as the hon. Member 
suggests. 


PENNY-IN-THE-SLOT MACHINES. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he is aware that complaints 
have been made by the public owing to 
the way they are being defrauded out of 
their money by penny-in-the-slot machines, 
and that two such machines, numbered 
respectively 17 and 84, are at present 
placed within the Victoria Station on the 
South Eastern and Chatham Railway ; 
and whether, owing to the fact that those 
two machines are receiving money and at 
the same time giving nothing in return 
to the people who contribute their pennies, 
some steps will be taken to prevent any 
further defrauding of the general public. 
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*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WuiTE RIDLEY, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I am not aware of any complaints, and I 
can only suggest that the hon. Member, 
or anyone else who has been defrauded in 
the way suggested should bring an action 
in the County Court to recover the 
pennies. I am not aware that there is 
any evidence of a criminal offence, or that 
any steps could be taken by the police. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say whether inquiry was made 
into the facts stated in the question, as to 
the public being actually defrauded ? 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I made 
some inquiries, and elicited from the 
policeman who went to look at the 
machines that one was so much out of 
order that it returned his height at 5ft. 
lin. instead of 5ft. 10in. 


SMALL TENEMENTS — SUMMARY 
POWERS OF EVICTION—COMMUNI- 
CATION TO LONDON MAGISTRATES. 
Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 

S.W.): I beg'to ask the Secretary of 

State for the Home Department whether 

he has recently sent a communication to 

the London magistrates respecting the 
summary powers of landlords to evict 
their tenants, and upon the construction 
of the Small Tenements Recovery Act, 

1838 ; and, if so, will he state why this 

communication was sent, and will he lay 

a copy of the circular upon the Table of 

the House. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: The ques- 
tion presumably refers to a letter which 
was written to the late Sir John Bridge 
on the 25th of January, 1899, with re- 
gard to the construction of the first 
section of the Act. Different views are 
taken on the question whether the war- 
rant referred to in the concluding words 
of the section is valid for execution forth- 
with or not till twenty-one days after its 
issue. It appeared that at some of the 
metropolitan police courts the former 
view was taken, and at others the latter. 
Sir John Bridge took the view that the 
warrant is valid forthwith, though the 
court may allow its operation to be sus- 
pended. This interpretation is supported 
by the opinion of Sir John Jervis and 
Sir John Romilly when Law Officers of 
the Crown, and the Lord Chancellor 
agrees with it. The letter I have men- 
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tioned requested Sir John Bridge to bring 
the Lord Chancellor’s opinion to the 
notice of his colleagues, in order, if 
possible, to obtain their concurrence in 
the adoption of a uniform principle in 
the administration of the Act at all the 
police courts. 


STANDARDS FOR MILK, CREAM, 
BUTTER, AND CHEESE. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether the Departmental 
Committee, presided over by Lord Wen- 
lock, and appointed to consider whether 
any regulations as to presumptive stand- 
ards of quality under Section 4 of the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1899, can 
be made with advantage in respect of 
milk and cream, have held any meetings 
and have arrived at any conclusions ; 
and whether any steps have been taken 
by the Agricultural Board, in exercise of 
the powers conferred by the Act, to 
arrive at presumptive standards of quality 
in respect of butter and cheese. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): The Committee to 
which the hon. Member refers have held 
several meetings, but they have not as yet 
presented their Report. I have not taken 
any steps with respect to the setting up 
of presumptive standards for butter and 
cheese, because I think it best to wait and 
see if any action can, in the first place, 
be taken in the case of milk and cream. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS — EXAMINA- 
TIONS IN SHORTHAND. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education, if it 
is the intention of the Board to restore 
in the requirements in shorthand the 
former rate of forty words per minute. 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): I am not aware that the 
requirement of the Education Depart- 
ment in shorthand has ever been changed. 


EXPENDITURE ON THE SOUTHALL 
SCHOOLS. 
Mr. SPICER (Monmouth Boroughs) : 


I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he can say whether 
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the expenditure of £12,000 by the Mary- 
lebone Guardians on the Southall Schools 
has provided for an increased number of 


children, and to what extent this expendi- | 


ture will increase the cost per head per 
child. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CuHaPLin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : Of the £12,000, 
£3,650 is for the provision of receiving 


homes, which do not form part of the , 


school at all, although they are built on a 
site adjoining that of the school. These 
homes will provide accommodation for 


thirty-six boys and girls, with overflow | 


dormitories for infants. The remaining 
expenditure (namely, £8,350) is for the 
erection of a new infirmary at the school, 
and the conversion of the old infirmary 
into class-rooms. This will not provide 
for an increased number of children. I 
am not able to give a precise answer to 
the last part of the question of the hon. 
Member. But the charge for interest and 
repayment of principal on a loan of 
£8,350 is about £438 per annum, and as 


the number of children in the school is- 


390 this amount is equal to a little over 
5d. per head per week. 


ST. PANCRAS PAUPER LUNATICS— 
IRREGULARITIES OF RELIEVING 
OFFICERS. 

Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board, whether he has con- 
sidered the advisability of holding a Local 
Government Board inquiry into the 
irregularities committed by the re- 
lieving officers of St. Pancras in the 
matter of the transfer and custody of 
‘pauper lunatics from that union. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I am much cbliged 
to my hon. friend for the opportunity of 
stating what action the Local Government 
Board have taken and are taking in this 


matter. There can be no doubt that | 


the irregularities referred to, unless they 
are promptly and effectually stopped, 
would inevitably lead to scandals of the 
gravest kind, and I have directed an 
immediate investigation by the Local 
Government Board into this matter. 
Apart from the cases referred to there is 


reason to believe that the system is more | 


or less widely practised elsewhere in the 
Metropolis. Pending the inquiry there- 
fore, I have directed a communication to 
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| Guardians to the effect that in the opinion 
of the Board the practice is altogether 
indefensible, and that any officer offending 
‘in this respect in the future should be 
dismissed. As to the past, when I have 
the results of the inquiry before me I 
shall be better able to judge if any further 
action on the part of the Board is 
required. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD—ASSIS- 
TANT LABORATORY CLERK. 

Mr. YOXALL: I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board whether a clerical assistant with 
about two years service has been 
appointed, without examination, assistant 
laboratory clerk at the Local Government 
Board at a salary of £120 per annum, 
rising by annual increments of £5 to 
£200 per annum; and whether, seeing 
that there are serving in the Local 
Government Board twenty-one senior 
assistant clerks with a service of from 
fifteen to twenty-seven years, who are 
only receiving an incremeni of £2 10s., 
rising only to a maximum of £150 per 
annum, and that the appointment re- 
ferred to does not entail the possession of 
special technical qualifications, it could 
have been offered, as some encouragement, 
to one of the deserving senior assistant 
clerks in that Department. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: As regards the first 
paragraph the answer is in the negative. 
In reply to the second paragraph—the 
appointment, no doubt, could have been 
offered to any one I selected, but the clerk 
in question was chosen because he had been 
employed in the laboratory for some time 
past, and strong representations were 
made as to his special fitness for the post 
by those who were best acquainted with 
his work and capabilities. 


LIVERPOOL P.O.—TEMPORARY AND 
PERMANENT STAFF. 

Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether the number of 
the temporary staff employed at the 
Liverpool Post Office in the sorting and 
telegraph branches can be stated ; whether 
the learners are regarded as temporary 
‘clerks ; and, if so, whether their service 
is to count for pension purposes ; and 
_whether, in view of the increase of work, 
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the Postmaster General will consider the 
advisability of increasing the permanent 
staff. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HaAnsury, Pres- 
ton): The temporary staff of these 
branches at Liverpool comprises thirty- 


one males and three females. Learners | 


are not regarded as temporary clerks. 
Their service, being part time only, does 
not count for pension. A revision of the 
Liverpool staff is under consideration in 
connection with the removal to the new 
post office, and an increase in number will 
be provided for. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: I have been 
unable to hear a word of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s reply. Will be supply me 
with a copy of the answer ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Certainly. 


LIVERPOOL P.O.—APPOINTMENTS TO 
INSPECTORSHIPS OF MESSENGERS. 


Mr. T. P. OCONNOR: I beg to ask 
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whether his attention has been called 
to the case of a telegraphist named Sim- 
mons, of the Brighton office, who has 
been stopped at the efficiency barrier for 
incompetence ; whether, since the notifica- 
tion Simmons has been at times in charge 
of the instrument gallery, relieving an 
assistant superintendent ; and whether, in 
view of the fact that Simmons has been 
denied access to a class of operators on 
the ground of alleged inefficiency, the 
Postmaster General will re-consider his 
decision in view of the fact that Simmons’ 
superiors consider him able to supervise 
the work of other telegraphists. 


Mr. HANBURY: I replied to the 
questions on this case put by the hon. 
Member on the 17th and 24th of last 
month.* The duties on which Mr. Sim- 
mons has been employed since that date 

| are those of the rank and file, except that 
on Saturday the 16th instant he was, as 
the senior sorting clerk and telegraphist 
present, in charge of the instrument room 
—— the absence of the assistant super- 
| intendent from 10.10 p.m. to midnight, a 


the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre-| time when the work is very small. Mr. 
senting the Postinaster General, whether | Simmons is afforded every facility for 
in the Liverpool office inspectors of | improving himself in the. knowledge of 
messengers have been appointed to per- | those duties in which he is deficient, and 
form work previously allotted to tele- | 1¢ Was owing to this arrangement that he 
graphists ; whether such duties involve a | Wa8_ the senior sorting clerk and_tele- 





monetary responsibility ; and whether, in 
view of the decision of the Postmaster 
General upon this subject in 1896, in- 
structions will be given that telegraphists 
are to perform these duties as heretofore. 


Mr. HANBURY : It is in contempla- 
tion to create six appointments to the 
class of inspector of telegraph messengers 
at Liverpool. The duties attaching to 
these places have hitherto been performed 


by sorting clerks and telegraphists, but | 


they more properly belong to the class of 
inspectors. Beyond the payment of the 
weekly wages of messengers, the only 
monetary responsibility involved is the 
custody of a small sum used for paying 
out locomotion charges on the delivery of 
telegrams, etc. The hon. Member's refer- 
ence to a decision of the Postmaster 
General in 1896 is not understood. 


BRIGHTON P.0O.--EF FICIENCY BARRIER 
—CASE OF SIMMONS. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 


| graphist on duty on the night of the 
| 16th inst. The Postmaster General regrets 
| that the circumstances are not such as 
| to justify an alteration of the decision 
already given. 


PROMOTED ABSTRACTORS — RETEN- 
TION OF ALLOWANCES. 

| Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
| Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
|the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether, in view of the 
fact that the Treasury, has agreed that in 
the Customs an abstractor holding a 
personal allowance of £30 shall be per- 
mitted to count it assalary upon promotion 
to the second division, there is any 
reason why an abstractor holding a 
personal allowanee in the Board of Trade 
is not permitted to count his allowance 
as salary upon promotion to the second 
division. 

Mr. HANBURY: If the hon. Mem- 
ber will kindly furnish me with the 
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particulars of the cases to which he refers, | Armagh, I bee to ask the Chief Secretary 


I will cause inquiry to be made. 


to the Lord 


ieutenant of Ireland is he 


| aware that in several towns in Ulster the 


GREENOCK SCHOOL BOARD— 
CHILDREN’S PRIZES. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate whether he is | 
aware that it is customary for the School 
Board of Greenock to provide children’s 
prizes from the public rate ; and whether 
such a practice is in conformity with the 
Education Act, which provides that such 
rate is only to be used for purely educa- 
tional purposes. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
aware that the School Board of Greenock, 
like many school boards in Scotland, pro- 
vide prizes out of the school fund. The 
Department is advised that the Education 
Acts do not make it illegal to provide 
book or other similar prizes at the cost 
of the school fund, if the school board is 
satisfied that the efficiency of the school 
is thereby promoted. 


IRELAND—TENANT PURCHASER, 
D. ALLEN. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) : I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he | 
is aware that a caution against the regis- 
tration of a deed to John Woods, of the 
farm of David Allen, Cabragh, Irvines- 
town, sold in March for non-payment of 
one half-year’s annuity (afterwards paid 
to the Land Commission and receipted 
for by receivable order), was, without evi- 
dence, ruled out by the registering autho- 
rity simply on a letter from the Land 
Commission ; is he aware that in ordinary 
cases the registering authority is particu- 
larly strict as regards evidence ; can he 
state why there was an exception in 
Allen’s case; and if he can hold forth a 
hope that the case of this man will be re- 
considered. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The holding referred to was, 
sold by the Land Commission under their 
statutory powers, and the registering 
authority was so informed. The purchaser 
has been put into possession, and the sale 
to him is now complete. 


ULSTER RATE COLLECTIONS. 


Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): 
On behalf of the hon. Member for Mid . 


collectors of the county council refuse to 
receive from ratepayers the sum sepa- 
rately mentioned in the poor rate receipts 
as due in respect of union charges with- 
out payment at the same time of the 
sums due on foot of county at large 
charges ; and whether the action of the 
collector in this respect is in accordance 
with the regulations of the Irish Local 
Government Board. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The action of 


'a poor rate collector in refusing to accept 


a part payment of the poor rate is correct. 
The rate due is one entire sum, although 
made up of various items of expense, and 
the collector can only issue one legal 
receipt for the full amount. He is ex- 
pressly forbidden by Article 13, Sub- 
section 3 of the County (Poor Rate Col- 
lectors) Order, 1899, to give any other 


receipt whatever. 


LICENCE TRANSFERS AT ROCKCORRY 


PETTY SESSIONS. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that the agent for Lord Dartrey’s estate, 
county Monaghan, applied for and was 
granted a transfer of a spirit licence at 
the Rockcorry Petty Sessions on Thurs- 
day last, although the agent is a magis- 
trate for the district in which he obtained 
the transfer in his own name ; and can he 
state what are the circumstances which 
led to this application for the licence, and 
who were the magistrates who granted 
the licence, and whether he proposes to 


| take any steps in the matter. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Mr. Leslie, a 
justice of the peace for the district of 
Rockcorry and agent of Lord Dartrey, 
obtained the transfer, until the next 
quarter sessions, of licensed premises 
which he had purchased from the 
executors of a deceased publican, a tenant 
on the estate mentioned. The justices 
who granted the transfer were Messrs. 
Henry and McCabe, and there seems to 
be nothing in the matter calling for any 
intervention on the part of the Govern- 


| Ment. 


Mr. MACALEESE: Was Mr. Leslie 
an acting justice of the peace at the time 
he held the licence ? 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I must ask 
for notice. 


R.LC. JUBILEE FUND. 


Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland, with reference to the 
Jubilee Fund of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary, whether inquiry will be made 
with a view to ascertain how far the force, 
who own the fund, have any voice in its 
management ; and whether steps will be 
taken to have it placed entirely under the 
control of the subscribers. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: As I have 
already stated this fund is not one over 
which the Government exercise any con- 
trol, and any suggestions as to changes 
in its management should be made to the 
Committee of Management or to the In- 
spector General. 


Captain DONELAN: Will steps be 
taken to ascertain the views of the sub- 
scribers ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have 


nothing whatever to do with the matter. 


LORD LANSDOWNE AND HIS 
TENANTS. 

Mr. T. J. FARRELL (Kerry, $.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state the number of ejectment decrees 
granted at the last Caherciveen Quarter 
Sesssions at the suit of Lord Lansdowne 
against his tenants. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The number 


of such decrees granted was four. 


Mr. FLAVIN: How many people 
has the noble Lord turned off his estate ? 


[No answer was given. | 


IRISH RATE BOOKS. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that it is now impossible, owing to the 
form of the new rate books, for clerks of 
unions to supply the Income Tax Com- 
missioners with copies of the rate books 
showing particularly the names of the 
immediate landlords of every holding, 
and for the poor rate collectors who are 
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requested, when furnishing their lists of 
tenements requiring revision, to insert 
the names of the immediate lessors ; and, 
whether, seeing that the omission will 
lead to complications where the same 
tenant holds from two different landlords 
on the same townland, and that the form 
now issued is a departure from the form 
prescribed in the order of the Local 
Government Board, dated 19th April, 
1899, he will advise the Local Govern- 
ment Board to order the names of imme- 
diate lessors to be inserted in the rate 
books. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The County 
Councils Order of the 18th April, 1899, 
prescribes a form of rate book which con- 
tains a column for names of immediate 
lessors liable to be rated. The Local 
Government Board have never prescribed 
any other form, but, to meet as far 
as possible the wishes of certain 
county councils to have the number of 
columns in the rate book reduced, the 
Board prepared an alternative form of 
rate book, in which a column is given for 
“the name of person rated” only. The 
notes on the form show that where the 
immediate lessor is rated the name should 
be underlined. In this way the immediate 
lessors can be at once identified. I am 
not aware what particulars are required 
by the Income Tax Commissioners, but 
the form of collectors’ book prescribed by 
the County (Poor Rate Collectors) Order 
of 17th April, 1899 (which has not been 
altered), contains a column in which the 
collector is to insert all information which 
may be necessary for the purposes of the 
Valuation, Registration, and Jurors Acts. 


TARBERT AND KILRUSH STEAMERS. 

Mr. O'KEEFFE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland, as President of the Board of 
Works in Ireland, if he will direct that 
the steamer at present running under 
Government subsidy from Tarbert to 
Kilrush should commence plying in future 
from Foynes, midway on the River 
Shannon, and thereby give additional 
facilities for tourists to visit Kilkee and 
the coasts of county Clare. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member is under a misapprehension ‘in 
describing the Chief Secretary as Presi- 
dent of the Board of Works in Ireland. 
I have no power to give the direction 
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suggested in the question, but the Board | clusively to the Land Commission, as lay 
of Works are in hopes of carrying out | impropriators have similar powers of pro- 
such an extension of the existing service | cedure, but in most of the cases in which 
between Tarbert and Kilrush as will en-| the Land Commission receive tithe rent- 
able the steamer ¢o call at Foynes. charge from receivers appointed by the 
| Court of Chancery the receivers have been 

ARREARS OF TITHE RENT—PRO- | appointed at the suit of parties other than 
CEEDINGS FOR RECOVERY. \the Land Commission. During the 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, period mentioned in the second paragraph, 
E.) : I beg toask Mr. Attorney General for | Peceivers were appointed in two cases in 
Ireland in how many cases during the last Tespect of sums under £10; in four cases 


two years have proceedings been taken under £20 ; and in six cases under £50. 
on the equity side cf the county courts | In four of these twelve cases the costs of 


Questions. : Questions. 





for recovery of arrears of tithe rent. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): During the period mentioned in the 
question, proceedings of the nature re- 
ferred to were taken in three cases. 


Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOR: I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether the Land Commission can state 
approximately what amount of costs of 
proceedings, receiver's fees, receiver's 


solicitors’ fees, passing accounts and dis- | 
charging receivers have been paid by the | 


owners of tithe rent during the last two 
years for which accounts are complete. 


Mr. ATKINSON : It is presumed that 
the hon. Member refers to tithe rent- 
charge payers, not “owners.” The Land 
Commission have no information on that 
part of the question which relates to, 
receiver's fees, or receiver's solicitors’ 
costs, either for passing accounts or for | 
discharging receivers. The approximate | 
amount paid to the Land Commission for | 
costs incurred by them in appointment of 
receivers during the two years ending 
30th June, 1900, is £240. 


| the Land Commission exceeded the actual 
| debt due to the Commission, but no other 
| proceedings would have enabled the Com- 
| mission to realise their debt. 

| Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: I beg to 
/ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland if 
| he will state who appoints the receivers 
in cases for recovery of arrears of tithe- 
rent ; how and on what principle they 
are selected; and why the solicitor to 
the Land Commission does not act as 
receiver. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The receivers in 
such cases are invariably appointed by the 
|Land Judge, who usually appoints the 
| district receiver nearest to che lands as 
| the person who can most conveniently and 
| advantageously collect the rents. It is 
‘not the practice to appoint the solicitor 
‘for parties to proceedings as receiver 
under the Court. 


CELTIC GOLD ORNAMENTS AND THE 
BRITISH MUSEUM. 

Lorp BALCARRES _ (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney 
General if a coroner’s inquisition, as recom- 
mended by the Irish Crown Solicitor, was 
held upon the gold ornaments found at 


Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: I beg to | Limavady, which were recently placed in 


ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether complaints have reached him 


the British Museum, and are alleged to be 
treasure trove, and if any evidence on 


that receivers are appointed for the re-| oath has been taken in relation to the dis- 
covery of arrears of tithe rent-charge in| covery of these objects; whether it has 


many cases in which the costs of proceed- | 
ings, receiver's fees, receiver’s solicitors’ | 
fees, passing accounts and costs of dis | 
charging receivers far exceed the amounts | 
originally due ; and whether he can say 
in how many cases during the last three | 
years receivers have been appointed in | 
respect of sume (a) under £10, (6) under 
£20, and (c) under £50. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The first part of 
this question does not appear to refer ex- 


been proved that no express grant of the 
franchise of treasure trove has been 
established in the district in question ; 
whether the Irish Crown Solicitor stated 


that the information upon which he held 


the ornaments to be treasure trove was 
obviously unsatisfactory ; and whether he 


can state the decisions given in cases 
where articles of silver and gold have 


been discovered in the earth without 
there being any presumptive evidence of 
their having been of ancient time hidden. 
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Mr. ATKINSON: My right hon. | 
friend has asked me to reply to this 
question. The reply to each of the three 
questions contained in the first and second 

aragraphs is in the negative. The Irish | 

rown Solicitor made the statement men- 
tioned in 4 certain communication made 
by him to the Treasury, but a reference | 
to the context will show that by the word 
“unsatisfactory” he intended to convey | 
that the evidence then forthcoming was 
not as full and detailed as was desirable. 
I cannot possibly answer the last question 
in the form in which it is put, but I will 
be happy to furnish my noble friend with 
the authorised reports of two of the most 
recent cases on treasure trove, where he 
will find the principle of law applicable 
to the subject diseussed and determined. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 
opinions of the Law Officers referred to 
be communicated to the House ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: That has already 
been done. 


REDEMPTION OF TITHE RENT- 
CHARGE. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: I beg 
toask Mr. Attorney General if he will 
state what is the procedure usually taken 
by the Land Commission, and what are 
the costs and expenses usually and neces- 
sarily incurred before redemption of tithe 
rent, and whether any effort is made to 
settle or compromise with the owners. 


{28 June 1900} 


/DEPARTMENT oF 
|FoR IRELAND (Mr. PLUNKETT, Dublin 
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loss and injury has from time to time 
been inflicted on the owners and fisher- 
men engaged in mackerel fishing off the 
west coast of Kerry, especially in the 
Cahirciveen and the Shannon mouth dis- 
tricts, by the illegal interference of 
trawlers ; and whether there is any bye- 
law in existence in those districts for the 
better protection of the fishing boats 
engaged in the fishing industry ; and, if 
not, will instructions be given to the 
Fishery Board to hold such inquiry as 
may be deemed advisahle, with the object 


of making such necessary bye-laws. 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
AGRICULTURE 


Co., S.): There is no bye-law in force 
prohibiting trawling in the mouth of the 
Shannon, and no application for a bye- 
law has ever been received. If, however, 
an application be made to the Department 
by persons interested and who are in a 
position to give evidence on the subject, 
an inquiry wili be held as soon as practic- 
able. With regard to trawling in the 
other waters referred to in the question, 
namely, between Dunmore Head and 
Scariff Island, I have nothing to add to 
my reply to the hon. Member’s previous 
question of Monday last on the same 
subject. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is it not the fact that 
complaints were made to the captain of 
the gunboat “ Argus,” and that he was 
asked to prevent this illegal trawling, but 


‘he found he could not interfere because 


Mr. ATKINSON : No charge of any 
kind is made by the Land Commission 
either by way of costs or expenses, in con- 
nection with the redemption of tithe rent- 
charges. As the redemption price in 
cases of voluntary redemption is fixed by | 
Statute (35 and 36 Vict. c. 90, s. 7), no- 
question as to compromise can arise. In 
cases under the Purchase Acts the redemp- 
tions come under Section 37 of the Land 
Law (Ireland) Act, 1896, and the Land 
Commission are empowered to order the 
redemption at a price of not less than 
twenty times the net amount of the 
charge after allowing for poor rates. 


WEST COAST OF IRELAND 
FISHERIES. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Vice- | 
President of the Department of Agricul- | 
ture for Ireland whether he is aware that | 

| 


there was no bye-law in existence 1 Were 
not the inspectors then set on to make 
inquiry ? 

Mr. PLUNKETT: I believe the 
Fishery Inspectors are making further 
inquiry. 


IRISH SCIENCE TEACHERS’ FEES. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
and Industries of Ireland whether the 
science teachers in England are admitted 
free to the summer course and their fares 
paid from distant parts and an allowance 
given for their sustenance while in Lon- 
don, while the Irish teachers have to pay 
a fee of £2 and have no allowance what- 
ever for expenses of railway fare or 
sustenance ; whether he is aware that 
about eighty Irish teachers attended the 
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summer course last year under these cir-| since communicated the view to the 
cumstances, and that 158 attended in | Trustees—that this Bill is a Government 
London with much greater advantages ;| measure, and that the Government are 


Questions. Questions. 


and whether steps will be taken imme- 
diately to equalise the financial terms of 
Irish and English teachers attending the 
summer science classes. 


Mr. PLUNKETT: Summer courses 
for teachers in Ireland at the Royal Col- 
lege of Science, Dublin, were sanctioned 
experimentally in 1899. The courses 
were intended for the intermediate school 
teachers for whom there were previously 
no such facilities. 


and Art Department or the National 
Board of Education, but of the eighty- 
one teachers who availed themselves of 
the courses in 1899, only three paid this 
fee. Exactly the same facilities are 
offered to all trained teachers, qualified 
under the rules of the Board of Educa- 
tion, South Kensington, to teach science 
classes, in Ireland as in England. They 
receive railway fare, and, when coming 
from Ireland, first-class steamboat 
fare, and an allowance not exceed- 
ing £3 towards their expenses. 


The charge of £2 is | 
made only to teachers belonging to insti- | 
tutions not connected with the Science | 


‘responsible for it. At the same time he 
says very fairly that he is unable to take 
any steps for pressing the Bill forward, or 
for helping me to do so, unless it be clear 
that the Bill is unopposed or non-conten- 
tious. Iam afraid, from all the signs that 
| one may read in the Parliamentary sky 
that it is by no means likely to be an un- 
opposed measure, but that, on the con- 
trary, it will give rise to a great deal of 
contention. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Hear, hear! 


| Mr. J. MORLEY: My right hon. 
| friend cheers that prophecy. I can only 
| say that the evil to be remedied by this 
| Bill is a very real one. We have found 
‘that the museum is obliged by law to 
receive, lodge, sort, and catalogue great 
quantities of printed matter which, in my 
opinion, no rational man would desire to 
preserve ; and whatever course be taken 
by the Government in respect of this Bill 
the evil will one day or another have to 
'be remedied, as the newspapers are in- 
creasing at a most formidable rate. But, 
| seeing that the undertakitg of the right 








Out of 185 teachers who attended at hon. Gentleman is so qualified, I think I 
South Kensington last year, fourteen shall best do what I desire to do—that is, 
came from Ireland. ‘The science teachers | consult the convenience of the House—by 
of England and Ireland referred to in the pot asking him to take up the time of 
question are in fact on a different status.‘ the House in reading a second time a Bill 
Those who come to London are trained with which there is practically no inten- 
and recognised teachers, whether English tion of proceeding. Therefore, I would 
or Irish. The Irish course is, however, propose to withdraw the Bill, in the 
intended to train hitherto untrained | expectation that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
teachers. ment will, during the recess, consider the 
‘ expediency of asking the House for a 
BRITISH MUSEUM BILL. vote of £100,000, which, in addition to 
Mr. BIRRELL (Fifeshire, W.): I beg | the £50,000 of bequest now in our hands, 
to ask the right hon. Member for the’ will enable us to provide storage for the 
Montrose Burghs what course he proposes | newspapers and other matter for a period 
to take with respect to the British | of thirty years. I repeat that the evil 
Museum Bill standing on the Orders for | remains to be dealt with, and if any 
Second Reading this day. | Member of the House is able to propose 
a method of dealing with the problem in 
Mr. J. MORLEY (Montrose Burghs):|2 manner more satisfactory than that 
I need not recall to the House the fact of the present Bill, the trustees, at all 
that was stated the other day from the | events, will offer no opposition. 
Government bench—that this Bill was 
framed and introduced at the request of Mk. T. M. HEALY: Could not the 
the Treasury, and that its introduction | trustees find a little more storage room 
was made a condition precedent to their | by giving us back our gold ornaments ? 
taking into consideration certain proposals ‘ ‘ , 
made by the trustees for the extension of | BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
their buildings. The First Lord of the) Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Treasury told the House—and he has | First Lord of the Treasury if he can state 
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when it is proposed to take the Local! HOSPITALS (EXEMPTION FROM 
Government Board Vote. RATES). 
That they give leave to the Marquess 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can give no of Bristol to attend in order to his being 
information at the present moment. /examined as a Witness before the Select 
/Committee appointed by this House on 
Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: Hospitals (Exemption from Rates), his 
Having regard to the important announce- | Lordship, in his place, consenting. 
ment made by the First Lord of the | 
Admiralty, can the Leader of the House) TITHE RENT-CHARGE (IRELAND) 
say when the Shipbuilding Vote will be. BILL. 


taken ? | [SEconD READING. ] 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think} Order for Second Reading read. 
it is convenient to arrange for taking | ; eds ; 
Votes a long while beforehand. If my | THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
hon. friend will put a question on Monday | LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
I will then say if we can take the Vote | Central): This subject has already been 
next Friday. ‘brought before the House twice—once 
last year by myself upon the introduction 
Sirk CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, ' of a substantially identical measure, and 
Bridgeton): In what order will the / again in the early part of this session by 
Scotch Estimates be taken to-morrow? (my right hon. friend the Attorney 
General for Ireland. The changes which 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I imagine in this Bill, if placed upon the statute- 


the order they appear on the Paper. ' book, will make in the existing law fall 
into two classes—first, changes relat- 


ing to the machinery for varying tithe 
STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIR-  ent-charge in Ireland; and, secondly, 
MEN’S PANEL). provisions which are designed to relieve 

Mr. ArtHUR O’ConNoR reported from the payers of ecclesiastical tithe rent- 
the Chairmen’s Panel, That they had charge from certain grievances under 
appointed Mr. Arthur O'Connor to act as Which they suffer arising out of the 
Chairman of the Standing Committee for Church Acts of 1869 and 1872. In deal- 
the consideration of Bills relating to 8 with the Provisions relating to 
Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), machinery for varying the tithes, we pro- 
Shipping, and Manufactures, in respect P0S¢ to alter both the standard of varia- 
of the Companies Bill; and Mr. Laurence #0” and also the procedure by which 
Hardy to act as Chairman of the Standing that variation is carried out. In 
Committee for the consideration of Bills oder to make known to the House 
relating to Trade (including Agriculture OUF Teason for making these changes 
and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufac- it will be necessary for me to 


tures, i t ok the i ‘lending | Very briefly describe the system 
Bill {Lords}. get eeeey ones | hitherfore existing in Ireland. Prior 


to the Act of 1823 all Irish tithes 





Report to lie upon the Table. ‘were paid in kind by the occupier. 
After 1823 money compositions were 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. substituted for payment in kind ; and the 


That they have agreed to the County #mount of such compositions was arrived 
Surveyors (Ireland) Bill and the Naval by agreement between tithe-owner and 
Reserve (Mobilisation) Bill. | tithe-payer, or was assessed by special 

Ped that haw da Bill intj _Commissioners. Of course while tithes 

at they have passed a Bill intituled, ' were jin kind, the value of the tithe 


“An Act to amend the Reserve Forces varied with the value and amount of the 
Act, 1882.” Reserve Forces Bill [Lords]. product. This character of variability 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to was retained in the money compositions, 
amend the Military Mancuvres Act, the standard of variation being the 
1879, and to give further facilities for septennial average prices of wheat or oats 
Rifle and Artillery Practice.” Military as the case might be, and the average 
Manceuvres Bill [Lords]. prices were to be taken from the Dublin 

\ 
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Gazette. 
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particular corn mentioned in the certifi- 
cate of composition for each parish. 
The Act of 1838 converted tithe into 
tithe rent-charge, and transferred the 
liability for its payment from the 
occupier to the landlord. It became, 


in fact, what its name implies—a charge | 


upon rent; but this charge was fixed at 


25 per cent. less than the previous money 


composition. The new tithe rent-charges, 
however, remained variable with the price 
of either wheat or oats, as ascertained 
from the Dublin Gazette, just as the old 
compositions had been variable, and the 
procedure by which the variation was to 
be carried out deserves special attention 
in connection with the proposals we make 
in this Bill. The first point that strikes 
one is that the Legislature took better 
care of both tithe-owners and tithe-payers 


in England than it did in Ireland. Jn} 


England machinery was provided by 
means of which the rent-charge was 
varied automatically every year, accord- 


ing to the septennial average prices of | 


wheat, barley, and oats for the preceding 
seven years. This is carried out without 
expense or trouble to either tithe-owner 
or tithe-payer. In Ireland no such 
machinery was provided. It was left to 
the tithe-owner, or to at least three tithe- 
payers(each liable topay £3 yearly for tithe 
rent-charge) to move in the matter at his 
or their expense. Assuming that three 
rent-charge payers could be found in a 
parish willing to move in the matter, 
they were restricted in taking action to a 
particular year, once in every seven 


years, and to a particular time in that | 


year—namely, between Ist May and Ist 
October. The particular year in which 


action could be taken depended upon the | 


date of the certificate of composition, and 
this was an uncertain date, varying in 
every parish, as the compositions were 
established at dates ranging over the years 
1823 to 1838. But assuming that these 
facts were not lost sight of by the rent- 
charge payers or the tithe-owner, no 
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Whether wheat or oats was) 
used as the measure depended upon the, 
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technical procedure of notices to be 
served and proofs to be given, and 
if in these their case broke down 
‘they had to wait another seven years, 
It cannot, therefore, be surprising to find, 
as the result of such legislation, that out 
of 2,450 parishes it appears, after careful 
inquiry, that only sixty passed through 
the formidable ordeal of variation between 
1838 and 1872. There may be a few 
more than this number, but something 
very trifling. There are entire counties, 
and nearly entire provinces, in which the 
rent-charge remains to this day the same 
in amount as when it was established. 
Subsequent to 1872 the fall of prices has 
naturally stimulated payers of tithe rent- 
charge to make applications for the varia- 
tion of the charge. But within the last 
two or three years, over and above the 
difficulties of procedure which I have 
described, a further and final obstacle 
has absolutely barred the way to the 
success of any such application. This ob- 
stacle has arisen out of a decision of the 
Appeal Court, the effect of which is that 
owing to irregularities in the publica- 
tion of corn averages in the Dublin 

zette the payer of tithe is practi- 
cally deprived of his right to 
have the charge varied, and variations 
actually carried out in the tithe rent- 
charge on the basis of those averages 
have been declared invalid. This is 
a manifest injustice. Finding ourselves 
under the absolute necessity of providing 
a remedy, and being further pledged to 
redress certain other grievances affecting 
the payer of ecclesiastical tithe rent-charge, 
we judged it best to deal with the whole 
question of tithe rent-charge in a compre- 
hensive spirit, andattempt a general reform 
of the system, which has always been 
exceedingly cumbersome, and which, in 
consequence of the change which has 
taken place in Irish agricultural 
rices, is now antiquated as well. 
he changes we propose are twofold. 
We propose to make the procedure 
automatic ; and we propose to establish 
/@ new standard of variation. With 





variation could be made unless the par- | respect to the first of these changes, I 
ticular kind of corn to be followed as the | hardly anticipate that any serious objec- 
standard of variation was greater or less | tion will be offered to the principle. The 
by one-tenth than the price mentioned in | complicated technicalities and innumer- 
the certificate of composition of that kind able legal pitfalls which the existing 
of corn. Assuming, further, that the | system presents make it really indefen- 
parties moving in the matter were satis- sible; and in face of the fact that in 
tied that they had a good primé facie | England an automatic system is in use, it 
case, they still had 6th them the will hardly be contended that this part of 


Mr. G. W. Balfour, 





| 356 


be 
and 
own 
bars. 
find, 
out 
‘eful 
ugh 
veen 
few 
hing 
ties, 
1 the 
same 
hed. 
; has 
rent- 
aria- 
last 
2 the 
have 
tacle 
the 

3 ob- 
the 
that 
lica- 
ublin 
racti- 
to 
tions 
rent- 
rages 
is is 
elves 
ding 
d to 
cting 
arge, 
rhole 
npre- 
form 
been 
h, in 
has 
tural 
well. 
fold. 
dure 
blish 
With 
res, I 
bjec- 
The 
imer- 
sting 
efen- 
it. in 
se, it 
rt of 





1357 Tithe Rent-Charge 


our reform, in principle at least, is not 
legitimate and desirable. As regards the 
new basis of variation, there may perhaps 
be more difference of opinion. It may be 
asked, “Why not be content to correct and 
make good the irregularities which have 
occurred in connection with the publica- 
tion of corn averages in the Dublin 
Gazette,and go on as before.” One answer to 
this is that if variation is to be made auto- 
matic, it is desirable to have some simpler 
measure of variation than average prices 
—in some parishes of wheat, in others of 
oats—as compared with the average 
prices of these cereals at dates differing 
with the date of the certificate of com- 
position in each parish. But a still more 
important consideration is this, that in 
consequence of the changes wich have 
come over Irish agriculture, and the wide 
discrepancy in the variations in the price 
of wheat as compared with that of oats, 
the old basis of variation of tithe rent- 
charge has become capricious to the point 
of absurdity. No sane man would dream 
of adopting it to-day, if a system of varia- 
tion had to be established for the first 
time ; and if we are to touch this ques- 
tion at all with a view to greater 
simplicity of procedure, the problem of re- 
form in the standard of variation is almost 
forced upon us. Itis to be remembered 
in connection with this matter that the 
original composition or money payments 
fixed for tithes in any parish were 
not fixed or agreed to by reference to 
the one cereal standard mentioned in 
the tithe certificate for subsequent varia- 
tion. ‘The compositions were for the 
value of ail tithes in kind in the parish. 
The ancient law was “of common right 
tithes are to be paid of such things only 
as do yield a yearly increase by the act 
of God,” and not only included cereals 
but clovers, beans, peas, flax, turnips, 
potatoes, calves, colts, lambs, wool, etc. 
The cereal mentioned in the certificate 
was for variation only. At the time of 
the Tithes Acts in Ireland (1823 to 1838), 
before the days of importation, wheat 
and oats were widely grown and their 
prices were relative to other agricultural 
products and to each other. 
comparatively reasonable standard at 
that time, but now the absurdity, I may 
say the irrelevancy, of the old standards 
of variation at the present day may be 
judged by the following figures relating 
to the provinces of Leinster and Munster. 
In Leinster, wheat is the standard in 60 
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| per cent. of the parishes, oats in the 
remaining 40 per cent. In Munster, 
wheat is the standard in 55 per cent., 
and oats in 45 per cent. But to-day 
wheat has almost ceased to be grown 
in either of these provinces. The average 
annual acreage under wheat fifty years 
ago was, in Leinster, 195,000, in Munster, 
160,000 (in round figures). The average 
annual acreage in the septennial period 
from 1892 to 1899 was, in Leinster, 
14,748, and in Munster, 17,245—a fall in 
Leinster from 195,000 to 14,000, in Mun- 
ster from 160,000 to 17,000! From these 
figures it appears that though wheat has 
practically disappeared as a test of agri- 
cultural products or their values in Lein- 
ster and Munster, nevertheless, if the old 
system for tithe variation was maintained, 
in more than half the parishes in those 
provinces the variation would be calcu- 
lated on the standard of wheat, the price 
of which is now, owing to importation, 
American gambling, and other reasons, 
60 per cent. to 50 per cent. lower than it 
was in 1821 or 1872. Oats, on the other 
hand, which rather more than held its 
| price per barrel up to 1872, although it 
‘has fallen in price since then, has not 
fallen by much more than 20 per cent. 
The maintenance of the whole system 
would, therefore, in adjoining parishes 
'in these provinces produce the most 
‘uneven, arbitrarv, and capricious dif- 
erences, which could not be justified 
by any present difference in agricultural 
prosperity between them, or inthe power 
to pay the charge as tested by the altera- 
tion in rents under the Land Acts. In 
Ulster and Connaught the general result 
is the same, though the case is not quite 
so strong. These arbitrary discrepancies, 
resting on the mere accident whether 
| wheat or oats was the cereal mentioned 
| in the tithe certificate, might be tolerated 
under a system in which legal difficulties 
| made the variations few and far between, 
but I venture to say they would no longer 
be thought tolerable under an automatic 
system, in which they would become 
patent and giaring. In these circum- 
| stances some change in the basis of varia- 
tion appears to me to be imperatively 
called for. Other standards might pos- 
sibly be suggested. But, having regard 
tc the nature of tithe rent-charge, which 
in name and essence is a charge upon 
rent, I think I am justified in contending 
that our proposal to vary the charge in 
proportion to the average variations in 
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judicial rents, is at once the simplest, the 
most equitable, and the most appropriate. 
I pass now from the question of procedure 
to the ecclesiastical tithe rent-charge, as 
distinguished from the lay tithe rent- 
charge, and I am quite conscious I am 
padieg on more controversial ground, or 
at any rate on ground which hon. Gentle- 
men opposite choose to regard as contro- 
versial. I presume it is to this part of 
the Bill that the hon. Member for East 
Mayo more especially objects. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Hear, hear! 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Our proposals 
in this direction have been described as 
proposals for grabbing the Church Fund, 
and the hon. Member for East Mayo has 
described them as indecent and outra- 
geous. During five years experience as 
Chief Secretary for Ireland I have fre- 
quently listened to similar descriptions of 
measures emanating from the Govern- 
ment, but I find some difficulty in 
taking the hon. Member seriously on this 
occasion. If, however, I could induce him 
to be impartial, I should not altogether 
despair of convincing even him that the 
provisions of the Acts of 1869 and 1872 
imposed grievances on the payers of 
ecclesiastical tithe rent-charge which 
claim the consideration of Parliament, and 
that our proposals are really moderate 
and reasonable. The proposals in this 
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‘half years purchase of the net tithe rent- 
charge purchased. Mr. Gladstone dis- 
'tinctly stated, when introducing the 
Church Bill in 1869, that the rate of 
interest to be charged on the instalment 
was to be 34 per cent. But, as a matter of 
fact, a fifty-two years term involves a 
rate of interest not of £3 10s., but of 
£3 16s. 4d. per cent. ; and conversely, if 
the interest is taken at £3 10s. per cent., 
the period for which the annuity is to 
‘run should be forty-five, not fifty-two, 
years. Objection to this provision of the 
Bill must therefore be made on either of 
two grounds: First, that a 34 per cent. 
' rate of interest is too low—which would 
be a bold assertion in the face of Mr. 
Gladstone’s own statement, and of the 
fact that the rates of interest for- 
merly paid by tenant purchasers of 
_Church lands have all been reduced 
from 34 per cent. to 3} per cent. 
| Or, secondly, that it is just that a termin- 
able annuity for the redemption of a 
capital sum should continue to be paid 
|for seven years after such capital sum 
can be shown by the rules of arithmetic 
to have been repaid. In leaving the hon. 
Member for East Mayo the choice be- 
tween these alternatives, I am forced to 
conclude that it is against the second of 
these proposals I have enumerated that 
he means to concentrate attack—namely, 
the proposal to restore the variability 
taken away by the Act of 1872. 


Bill which will affect the resources of the | 


Church Fund are four in number. First, 
to reduce the period of currency for the 
redemption of tithe rent-charge annuities 
from fifty-two to forty-five 
secondly, in the case of unredeemed 
ecclesiastical tithe rent-charge, to restore 


Mr. DILLON: It must not be under- 
stood that I have abandoned my first 
' proposal. 


years ; | 


| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR:1 will 


_ with it later on. 


deal 


with modifications its original character | 


of variability ; thirdly, to withdraw the | 


right of redeeming such tithe rent-charge 
for the future except in the case of 
transactions under the 
chase Acts; fourthly, to make new 
provision with respect to the deduction 
of poor rate from tithe rent-charge. 
Which of these proposals excites the indig- 
nation of the hon. Member for East 
Mayo? . It cannot be the third or fourth, 
because'they will increase and not diminish 
the resources of the Church Fund ; and it 
ean hardly be the first, because every fair- 
minded man must regard that as un- 
answerable and irresistible. The annuities 
run at present for fifty-two years at 
£4 9s. per cent. on twenty-two and a 


Mr. G. W. Balfour. 


Land Pur- | 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) : How 


/much money is involved in the matter ? 


| Mr.G. W. BALFOUR: I will deal with 
| that point before I sit down. Before the 
‘Irish Church Acts, ecclesiastical and lay 
| tithe rent-charge were on the same 
| footing. The Act of 1872, taken together 
| with the Act of 1869, while fixing the 
/amount of the ecclesiastical tithe rent- 
| charge, at the same time gave a right to 

the tithe-payer to redeem the charge. 
_ These two provisions are closely connected 
together, for it was apparently with a 
| view to redemption, and in the belief that 

all tithe -:rent-charge payers would 
| promptly redeem, that the variability of 
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the charge was taken away. But as a 
matter of fact it has not so turned out, 
for although many tithe-payers have 
redeemed either by payment of a sum 
down or by means of terminable annuifies, 
the Church Fund still derives an annual 
income from unredeemed tithe rent- 
charge of over £160,000. Since 1872 
the price of wheat has fallen about 50 per 
cent., and the price of oats more than 
20 per cent. Had it not been for the 
Act of 1872 the payers of unredeemed 
tithe rent-charge would have been 
entitled to go into court and get 
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who had purchased glebe lands were all 
reduced from 3} to 34 per cent. By 
Sections 25 and 26 of the Land Law Act 
of 1896, by the application of the decade 
system, the annuities of the Church glebe 
tenants were reduced by very nearly one 
half. No one suggested that the making 
of these concessions to the Church tenants 
by reduction of interest or by extending 
the mortgage terms was “grabbing ” the 
Church surplus or “plundering” the 
fund. On the contrary, the principle 
was recognised that the burden of those 
whose payments constitute the Church 
Fund should not be unduly heavy, in order 
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the charge correspondingly reduced. 


It is safe to say that this heavy fall in to maintain that fund at a higher level 
prices that occurred after 1872 was not | than broad considerations of equity would 
foreseen by anybody in 1872, and that | justify. If we had preserved intact the 
had it been foreseen the Act of 1872 provisions of the Act of 1872, and made 
would never have been passed. The the same concessions to tithe-payers 
arrangement has turned out greatly to as have been made to the glebe 
the disadvantage of the tithe-payers, and | tenants, the loss to the Church Fund 
in a way which it is certain neither they | would have been considerably greater 
nor Mr. Gladstone ever anticipated. And, than it is likely to be under this Bill. 
as if to give point to the hardship, while | In this circumstance I am curious to hear 
the charge has been compulsorily fixed, | by what arguments the opposition to 
the rent out of which the charge | these proposals will be supported. So far 
is paid has been in almost every I have heard but one argument used 

Is not this against them worthy of the name. 
a legitimate grievance? Is it not | It is alleged that the stereotyping of the 
a grievance which Parliament may Church tithe rent-charges was the result 
fairly and properly be asked to redress ?| of an arrangement with the then Govern- 
Why, if the grievance had been one that | ment at the instance of the tithe rent- 
affected not landlords but tenants in Ire-| charge payers, principally Irish land- 
land, we should have had one hon. lords, which they considered advan- 
Member atier another rising from the | tageous to themselves, as they were 
benches opposite, declaiming, denouncing, | apprehensive that a variation of the tithe 
and clamouring for a remedy. But, rent-charge on the prices prevailing im- 
because it is the landlord class which | mediately prior to 1872 would have in- 
suffers, and not the tenant farmers, we | creased their liability, and further because 
are told our proposals are infamous and | they expected that prices would continue 
outrageous. And, after all, what are | to rise. The transaction is represented as 
these proposals? Do we propose to re- | kind of bargain freely entered into by 
open contracts, to lower the rate of, the landlords, from the effects of which 
interest of annuities now current, or| they ought not to be relieved simply be- 
otherwise to facilitate the terms of pay- | cause events have turned out contrary to 
ment? No; we simply propose to| their expectations. I believe that for 
replace the payers of ecclesiastical tithe this allegation there exists no ground 
rent-charge in the position in which they | whatever in fact. There is certainly no 
stood before the Church Acts were passed, | evidence of it in Hansard. The Bill was 
in the position in which the lay tithe- | brought forward in the House of Lords, 
payer stands to-day. We propose to| and passed through both Houses practi- 
relieve them of a disability which those | tically without debate or discussion. I have 
Acts imposed upon them, but at the | made inquiries of persons who would 
same time to withdraw from them a/| have been in a position to know if any 
privilege which those Acts conferred. | such bargain or understanding had taken 
Consider the case of the Church glebe | place, and they have no recollection of 
tenants. By Section 23 (1) of the Pur-| anything of the kind. Moreover, as a 
chase of Land Act of 1885 the rates of | matter of fact, it is not true that if all 
interest on the mortgages of the tenants | tithe rent-charges had been varied in or 
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case compulsorily reduced. 
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about the year 1872, the result would 
have been unfavourable to the tithe 
payer. I have had the figures carefully 
investigated, and the examination shows 
that the contrary is really the case. There 
are 2,450 parishes in Ireland. In 682 
parishes the tithes would have been re- 
duced 19 per cent. In 504 they would 
have been increased 15 per cent. In 
1264 no change would have resulted. On 
the whole, therefore, it appears that if all 
tithe in Ireland had been revised in 1872 
the result would have been to reduce the 
total amount payable, not to increase it. 
Looking toall the circumstances of the case, 
there remains no doubt in my own mind 
that Mr. Gladstone’s idea in stereotyping 
the tithe rent-charge at that time was to | 
make more simple and definitive the calcu- 

lations for the redemption of the charge, 

and that he expected all the payers of 

ecclesiastical tithe rent-charge to take 

speedy advantage of the facilities for re- 

demption offered to them. On the other 

hand, the tithe-payers made no protest 

against the fixing of the charge, because 

they did not foresee its possible im- | 
portance in the future. How should 
they, seeing the charge had remained un- | 
altered ever since 1838, save in sixty | 
parishes out of 2,450? I submit that it. 
is not reasonable to hold the tithe-payer | 
any longer in bondage to provisions which | 
have ceased to be effective for their | 
original purpose, and which have led 
to a situation that neither party could 
have been expected to anticipate. 
Now, I have nearly completed what I 
have to say in justification of the prin- 
ciples of the Bill ; but before I sit down I 
will make some reference to the effect 
these proposals will have wpon the Church 
Fund in the way of impairing its sufficiency | 
to meet the charges laid upon it. This is 

i practical consideration which we cannot 
ignore. 











Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Were 
these calculations made by the Treasury 
or the Land Commission ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Some of the 
figures were taken from the Reports of 
the Land Commission, and some of the 
calculations I made myself from statistics 
placed at my disposal by the Land Com- 
mission, I may say, generally, that the 
result of the calculations has been most 
carefully verified both by the Treasury 
and by the Land Commission; and I 
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think we may take it that, as far as 
possible, accuracy has been obtained. At 
least it is not for want of trouble taken 
by one side or the other. Now, the 
reduction of the period of the currency 
of the terminable annuities will have 
the effect of reducing the Church Fund by 
a capital sum of £1,140,000 ; but this loss 
will not begin until the year 1917, when 
the earliest terminable annuities run out. 
What effect are the proposals of the Bill 
likely to have on the resources of the 
Church Fund? By the first proposal, 
that fund will ultimately lose a capital 
sum of about £1,140,000, but this loss 
will not begin until the year 1917. The 
second proposal of the Bill will result in 
the immediate lossof anannual sum of about 
£33,000. This loss will continue for the 
first fifteen years and may increase in sub- 
sequent periods of fifteen years with any 
additional average reduction of judicial 
rents. The abolition of the right to 
redeem the tithe rent-charge will result 
in a gain to the Church Fund of a capital 
sum, the exact amount of which it is 
impossible to state, but which may con- 


ceivably be £3,500,000. This gain, how- 


ever, will not begin to accrue for forty-five 
years from the present time.. 


Mr. DILLON: Is that based on the 
supposition that no sales take place 4 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Yes, that is 
so. By the fourth proposal of the Bill 
there will be a gain to the Church Fund of 
an annual sum of £6,000. Thus it will 
be seen that the total effect of the altera- 
tions proposed by the Bill will be to inflict 
a substantial loss on the Chureh Fund, 
though the exact amount of that loss it is 
almost impossible to calculate. It is 
almost impossible to calculate chiefly be- 
cause, in the first place, we do not know 
what the average reduction of judicial 
rents may be in the future ; and, seeondly, 
because we cannot say for certain in how 
many cases tithe rent-charge may be re- 
deemed under the Land Acts. A 
memorandum I have had prepared shows 
that up tothe year 1947 the Church Fund 
will not only be able to meet all the 
liabilities imposed upon it before last 
year, but will also be able to con- 
tribute to the new Department of 
Agriculture a sum of £70,000. And 
now { think I am entitled to take 
up the interruption of the hon. Gentleman, 
and say that I do not think we need feel 





Mr. G. W. Balfour. 
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very much alarm at an event which is not | argument of the Chief Secretary a most 
likely to occur for a generation, and when | far-reaching principle, and a principle 
it does, will not involve a deficiency | which I hardly think the House will be 
greater than would be covered by an prepared to accept, namely, that all 
annual Vote of £20,000 or £30,000. In charges on land are to be treated as 
any case the prospect of such an event is| charges on rent without regard to 
hardly valid ground for opposition to priority, and that there exists an 
this Bill, which I now ask the House to| equitable claim whenever the rent 
read a second time. ‘of the actual occupier is varied 
| to look for a variation of all the charges 

Motion made, and Question proposed, | on the land without regard to priority or 
“That the Bill be now read a second | the nature of these charges. I do not 
time.”—(Mr. G. W. Balfour.) | propose to work out in all its possible 
| developments this principle ; but [ main- 

Mr. DILLON: This Bill is alleged to | tain that if any force be allowed to this 
be introduced to remedy a grievance. | argument of the Chief Secretary the conse- 
The Chief Secretary, in introducing a | quences I have indicated would flow from 
similar measure on the 12th May, 1899,* lit irresistibly. The first ground, then, on 
described it as— | which I oppose the Second Reading of 
“A Bill to provide remedies for certain this Bill is that, so far as the ecclesiasti- 
grievances under which the payers of tithe | cal tithe-payers are concerned, I deny the 
rent-charge at present suffer, and which can existence of a grievance. There is no 
only be dealt with by legislation.” | grievance, and, as no grievance exists, 
This Bill was introduced last year, and | there is no need for a Bill to remove it. 
again this year, under the ten-minute | And here I must protest in the strongest 
rule, and no attempt was made by the Possible manner against the plan adopted 
introducers on either occasion to establish | 1" this Bill of tying up together in one 
by argument the proposition on which | Bill two utterly different and incongruous 
the Bill must be founded that a grievance | subjects. The case of the lay tithe- 
exists. The only thing approaching to} Payers 38 a somewhat complicated 
an argument in support of the existence | 07% _but they have undoubtedly 
of a grievance is contained in the speech plausible case of grievance. All that 
of the Chief Secretary on the 19th June, | they ask for is a remedy for a disability 
1899, when, speaking of the ecclesiastical | under which they labour in consequence 
tithe rent-charge. he said— | of a blunder by the Irish Executive, and 
elit for some slight simplification in the law 


“Tt must be remembered that the charge is | . "a 
a charge upon rents, and, while rents have by which they ae be able more cheaply 


been greatly reduced under the supervision of £2 @Ssert their admitted legal rights. 
a State tribunal, the rent-charge can no longer | What, in the name of common sense, has. 
be revised. 'such a demand as that to do with the 


A most amazing statement, and directly ee ee en re 
at variance with the facts of the case. | pegessiecrncige le Tap te yn py ag 
Tithe rent-charge in Ireland is not a’ to plunder in the interests of a small 
charge upon rents; it is a charge upon | class of landowners the last remnant of a 
the land having priority ovér all other | soca tswenkajerig, eds Syed. cin Pinthey 
charges, except Crown and quit rents. It | rs ee eee 
would be just as correct to describe quit | ee ee Sine ane Serene 
rent, Crown rent, or a head rent under | “+, elegant nen apse donee 
which a large middle interest existed as a | + eahnie: thacteroncse Snatins re enna 
charge upon rents, and to argue from that | so ieee oii: Reine 
form of expression that there existed an | of "Parliament to purposes of general 
equitable right to demand revision of such | pene iene? Eee ee ae. Se 
quit or head rents, because the rent of the | bers, then, in considering this Bill, always 
actual occupier was revised in accordance | de jie Hon aga ete 
with the fluctuations in the profits of | secede caged aprons walle 
agriculture. I desire to emphasise this | om em eee pret er ee = 

° ie ete ° | - Pe ’ °] 18 
point, because there is involved in this | some grievance, and which could be dealt 
* See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth | With in a short, simple, and not very con- 


Series], Vol. Ixxi., p. 493. tentious Bill; the other, the case of the 
3D 2 








1367 Tithe Rent-Charge {COMMONS} (Ireland) Bill. 1368 


ecclesiastical tithe-payers—in proposing | Chief Secretary, I asked whether he 
to deal with which great principles are could give any estimate of the capital loss 
assailed, propositions of the most conten- to the Church Fund which would be caused 
tious character are put forward, and in by the provisions of the Bill. To this 
connection with which I maintain no question the Chief Secretary replied— 
grievance whatever exists on the part of, ti 'Wely <Sithedh to give 6, pretes 
the tithe-payers beyond that grievance estimate, because it would depend upon a great 
common to a large body of the public, | many circumstances which cannot be foreseen. 
and even to some Membersof this House— But, before the Bill becomes law, I will 
the failure of one’s income to prove equal endeavour to lay beg the o such an 
to one’s desire to spend. My second roads tad agerrerabet een n 

objection to the Bill is that it assails and, | Since then, on the 24th July, 1899, 
so far as it goes, tramples upon a prin-| a Treasury Memorandum was issued in 
ciple which appears to me to be one of | which no attempt is made to give any 
the most vital importance in social answer to the question, what will be 
economy—that a first charge on the land | the loss caused to the fund by the pro- 
of a country constituting a fund devoted | visions of the present Bill? When the 
to public objects ought not to be reduced | Tithes Bill was again introduced by the 
or encroached upon in the interest of Attorney General this year, observing 
individuals or a small class of the popu-| that he carefully avoided the subject of 
lation. This is a principle which in theory the financial effect of the Bill, I asked him 
would, I should think, meet almost again, by way of interruption—the only 
universal acceptance in this country, , method by which it is possible to ask for 
and in practice it ought to guide the! information under the ten minutes 
proceedings of the Legislature. Yet | system—what would be the loss to the 
in this Bill we are asked to violate that Church Fund if the Bill were to pass in its 
principle in a most glaring fashion, with- present form. He replied, “ About 
out a shred of reason offered us for so, £50,000 a year.” Here, then, we are 
doing ; and, as I shall presently show, we | | called on to pass a Bill affecting a a great 
are asked to violate it under circum-. public fund in the interests.of individuals. 
stances which would make the violation | | The Chief Secretary finds it very difficult 
exceptionally outrageous and indefensible. | to give a precise estimate of the extent to 
My third ground of objection is that this | which the fund would be affected by it. 
is a further step in a long process extend- |The Treasury refuses to try to make an 
ing over 170 years—from the day, in 1735, | estimate, and the Attorney General thinks 
when illegally and by intimidation they did | the fund would lose about £50,000 a year. 
away with the tithe of > down to I consider it nothing short of a public 
the introduction of this Bill, by which the scandal and a total departure from all 
Irish landlords have assailed and plundered | previous practice that we should be asked 
this public fund, and have, on one plea or | to-day to come to the consideration of the 
another, diverted these charges on the D Second Reading of the Bill without, I 
land of Ireland, set aside by immemorial | may say, any information whatever on 
usage for the service of the public, into | | which proper criticism of the financial 
their own pockets. Fourthly, I object to | | effects of the Bill can be based. It may 
this Bill because the finance of it is | be answered to me, “The Bill is in print, 
obscure, and if there is one principle more | and you see its provisions, and you can 
than another which ought, I think, | | make your own calculations.” I contend 
to govern the proceedings of the | that such a challenge would be entirely 
House of Commons in dealing with opposed to the practice of this House, and 
measures proposing to tamper with public | I maintain that when the Government 
funds in the interest of individuals, it is introduce a Bill of this character we are 
that a clear and definite statement of the | entitled to have before us, first their 
financial effects of the measure should, on | estimate of the financial effects of 
its introduction, be submitted to the|the proposals in the Bill, and, 
House. In the case of this Bill no such secondly, such Papers and Returns 
statement has been submitted up to this as may be necessary to enable us to criticise 
moment, and we are still left in a state of | that estimate. I have now specified the 
doubt as to the financial effects of the four grounds on which I oppose the 
proposals contained in it. Last year, Second Reading of this Bill, and I turn 
when the Bill was introduced by the now to the question of grievance. I have 


Mr, Dillon, 
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searched all the literature connected with ; Lord Cornwallis was obliged to report to 
this subject and searched in vain for any | the English Cabinet that the country 
rational ground on which the allegation | gentry who were supporting the Union had 
of grievance is based. This charge of | warned him that they would no longer be 
tithe isa very ancient charge. It is a | able to support it unless an act were passed 
charge on the land, and always has been a | deing away with the tithe of agistment, 
charge having priority over all liens and and accordingly one of the last Acts of 
charges on the land except quit andj the Irish Parliament was a Tithe Act, 
Crown rent; from time immemorial all | setting free gentlemen’s demesnes and 
estates in the land have been held and | pasture land from a tithe valued by Sir 
sold subject to that first charge. To| John Macartney at one million sterling 
establish a grievance in connection with | perannum. The next great settlement was 
such a charge it is necessary to point to | that of 1838, the one on which the whole 
some period when the burden of that | modern system of tithe rent-charge in Ire- 
charge was unjustly increased, unless, | land rests. Up to that settlement tithe had 
indeed, we are to accept the definition of | been levied in the most wasteful and 
the landlords’ grievance given by the | harrowing manner that it is possible, and, 
Dublin Daily Express in May, 1899, | as is always the case with such methods 
when it said : | of levying an impost, the amount actually 
“The landlords suffer an injustice in being | received bore a small proportion to the loss 
required to pay ecclesiastical tithes at all | inflicted on the payers of tithe. After 
after the Church has been disendowed.” 'seventy years of smouldering civil war 
What is that period in the present | under the settlement of 1838, the tithe was 
case? I assert that every change in| made payable by the landlord to be levied 
the system of levying tithes, every new | by him from the occupying tenant as part 
settlement, has been in favour of the | of his rent. But the amount of the tithe 
land-owning class. How could it have was reduced by 25 per cent. and, taking 
been otherwise, seeing that for the last | into account the saving to the occupying 
two centuries, and until after the settle- | tenant of the enormous waste and ruin 
ment of 1872, the landowners controlled | which resulted from the old methods of 
both Houses of the Legislature? What levying the tithe, I am convinced that 
then, again, I ask, was the period at which | the land-owners of Ireland in the long run 
this alleged grievance arose? Was it in benefited under the Settlement of 1838 
1735 when, by the infamous vote of to the extent of close upon 50 per cent 
agistment, the Irish House of Commons | in respect of this charge upon their lands. 
of that day, in defiance of the law, de- In support of that view I shall quote two 
clared free of tithe the demesnes of the | brief extracts from the proceedings of the 
landlords and the pasture lands in the | Commons Committee of 1831-32 on the 
hands of rich Protestant graziers ; and, | question of tithe. Sir William Cox was 
in the words of Grattan, “sent the examined before that Committee, and, in 
parson from the demesne of the reply to question 4962, he stated— 
gentleman to the garden of the) «te had taken # lease of- his: tithes being 
cottayer ” ; was it on the 21st March, 1800, | impropriate lay tithes, and put the amount 
when the gentlemen of Ireland, then | proportionately on his tenants in rent. The 


, . i _| tenants most readily agreed and have paid 
cheerfully engaged in the work of des-| more cheerfully since than they did before, so 


troying the liberties of their country for ‘that they pay the rent and tithe together 
cash and honours, were horrified by Sir | more readily than they paid the rent alone 
John Macartney, who reminded them that | before.” 

the exemption of pasture land in Ireland | “Question 4967: Then, if any deduction had 
from tithe was not legal, and rested only | been made to you you would have been a gainer 
on a resolution of the House of Commons | by the transaction ?”—“ Certainly. 

and on intimidation; and that if the' And this is a short extract from the 
Union Act were passed, the clergy might | Report of the Committee— 

sue for their tithe of agistment, and— “ Your Committee do not doubt that a fair 
horror of horrors !—the Protestant gentry | and liberal deduction from the gross amount 
and Protestant graziers might be com-| of composition would be acquiesced in by the 


, ntribute to the support of | Church in return for the increased security 
erg Bet pe But this i and diminished expenses. It may not be easy 
; to say what precisely the deduction ought to 


proved more potent with these worthies | be, but it would perhaps be not unreasonable, 


than all the eloquence of Grattan, and | looking to the very peculiar circumstances of 
( 











1371 Tithe Rent-Charge 


Treland, to assume that it may amount to 15 
per cent.” 

We know that it actually did amount to 
25 per cent., and there was no material 
change in the position of tithe-payers till 
the Disestablishment of the Church in 
1869, and it. is in connection with the 
settlement made on that occasion by the | 
Acts of 1869 and 1872 that the only real | 
attempt has been made on behalf of the | 
Irish landlords to construct a grievance. | 
The settlement of 1869 and 1872 must be | 
taken as a whole, and the question we | 
have to consider is whether, in connection 
with that settlement, any injustice was | 
inflicted on the landowners of Ireland. IE | 
it can be shown that the landowners were | 
treated fairly and even generously in the | 
settlement of 1869-72, and that they | 
accepted that settlement as a generous | 
one, then I say that no subsequent reduc- | 
tion of the rents of the occupiers has any | 
bearing on the question, nor can be alleged | 
with any greater force as a reason for up- | 
setting that settlement than such reduc- | 





tions could be alleged as a reason for the | P 


reduction of quit rents or head rents or | 
mortgage interest. Now, what was the 
settlement of 1869-721 It is contained 
in Clause 32 of the Church Act of 1869 | 
and in Section 7 of the amending Act of 
1872, and briefly stated, it is as follows— | 


‘All the ecclesiastical tithe-payers were | 
offered the opportunity of purchasing this first | 
charge upon their land at twenty-two and a- 
half years purchase, and they were allowed, if 
they so desired, to borrow money from the 
Government at such a rate as weuld enable 
them to pay this purchase money in fifty-two | 
annual instalments of the same amount as the 
tithe, which they were then actually paying. 
This arrangement was confirmed in the Act of 
1872, and the tithe in the case of those 
who did not choose to redeem was made 
invariable.” 

Now I shall deal first with the terms con- 
tained in Clause 32 of the Church Act of 
1869. That proposal was universally 
treated in the House of Commons at the 
time as a bribe to the landlords to) 
buy off their opposition to the Church | 
Act. It was treated as such by their 
ewn leaders and by the spokesmen of 
their own party, and to show that I do 
not exaggerate in this description I shall 
quote from speeches delivered by some of , 
the leaders of the Tory party who were 
then opposing the Church Act.* In a) 

* Kor Second Reading Debates on the Irish 
Church Bill. (1869) see Zhe Parliamentary 
Debates [Third Series!, Vol. exciv. For 
Debate on Clause 32, see Vol. exevi. 
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speech on the Second Reading, Mr. 
Disraeli used the following language— 


“What do I see in this Bill? Why, that 
the whole property of the Cuurch of Ireland, 
enerally speaking, will go to the landlords. 
Well, the landlords have had a slice of that 
oe goa before; for thirty years they have 
had £100,000 a year ; they have. probably had 
three millions of that property, and what 
ood has it done them? Is the state of Ire- 
and more tranquil or serene, or have the 
better preserved the institutions to whic 
they were devoted because they for a moment 
accepted any share of that plunder. And what 
is it that is now proposed? Why, a scheme 
which, when we come to investigate it clearly, 
shows that the whole of the tithe rent-charge 
is to be absorbed in the land.” 


In the debate on Clause 32 the Attorney 
General for Ireland, Mr. Sullivan, after- 
wards Lord Chancellor, said— 

“The quit rent was redeemed in Ireland at 
twenty-five years purchase ; why, then, 
should the tithe rent-charge not be re- 
deemed at twenty-two and a half years 
purchase ? ” 


In the same debate on Clause 32 the 
resent Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir 
Michael Hicks Beach) said— 

“In his opinion the proposal of the Govern- 
ment combined sacrilege with bribery. These 
were strong words, but nothing less strong 
would express his feelings. He believed it 


| was sacrilege because it was taking away 


from the Church property to which the State 


| had no right, and devoting it to secular pur- 


poses and bribery; also because it was ad- 


| mitted to secure the consent of the landlords 
| by handing over to them the property upon 


terms making the transfer a gift and not a 
sale.” 


Sir Frederick Heygate said—. 


“This discussion was a most humiliating 


gee for Irish landlords to be engaged in. 
e 


quite agreed with his hon. friend Sir 
Michael Hicks Beach that the clause was 
nothing less than bribery and sacrilege. The 
Irish landlords were, in fact, asked to take a 
bribe and assist the Government to pass the 
Bill.” 


| Mr. Fawcett protested against the clause, 


and said— 

“If this clause were passed, at the end of 
fifty-two years Parliament proposed to make a 
present to the landlords of Ireland of 
£8,500,000, provided they would commute the 
tithe rent-charge. He had consulted distin- 
guished members of the House about it, and 
they said: ‘ We know it is making an enor- 


|mous present to Irish landlords, but we 
| must do something to grease the wheels, to con- 


9”) 


ciliate hostility and buy off opposition. 


‘Sir Frederick Heygate said what the 


Irish landlords were asked to do was to 
take a bribe and assist the Government to 
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32 the Irish landlords were found solid 
for the clause, and the division is so 
interesting I must read out some of the 
names. Fortheclause there voted Bagwell, 
Ball, Viscount Burke, Lord Castlerosse, 
the Hon. Mr. Dawson, De la Poer, Lord 
Otho Fitz-Gerald, Colonel French, Lord 
Galway, Captain Greville, Colonel 
Greville Nugent, Arthur MeMur- 
rough Kavanagh, 
hart, Lord St. Lawrence, Rt. 
S. Sullivan, Colonel Vandeleur ; while 
with Mr. Fawcett against the clause there 
voted, to their honour be it said, Sir 
Michael Hicks Beach and William John- 
ston. By the Act of 1872, as I have 


already said, tithes were made invariable | 


in the case of those who declined to re- 
deem under Clause 32. This change was 
made without one word of protest on the 
part of the Irish landlords, who, at that 
time, controlled the majority of the 
Irish representation in this House ; and it 
is very easy to understand why it was so 
readily accepted. The right of vary- 
ing tithe had never, I believe, been 
very extensively used in Ireland. In 
most cases the tithe had not been varied 
for a considerable time. Prices and rents 
had been, and were, rising, and the land- 
lords very probably felt that a variation 
of the tithes would lead to considerable 
increases. But there was another reason 
for the acceptance of this settlement with- 
out protest. 
of 1872 must be considered together with 
that contained in Clause 32 of the Act of 
1869 as one settlement ; and part of that 
settlement was the right to redeem on 


such terms that without any increase of | 


annual payment the tithe would cease 
altogether and become absorbed in the 
land after fifty-two years. This was the 


settlement which had been described by | 
Mr. Disraeli as one under which “ virtually | 


the whole property of the Church will go 
to the landlords.” 
almost inconceivable instance of auda- 
city to set up a claim of 
ance in 
giving such advantages as were given to 
the Irish landlords: under the Acts of 
1869 and 1872? Yet it is solely on the 
provisions of this settlement that the 
attempt is made to establish a case of 
grievance and to justify the introduction 
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Whatever may be said as | 
to their assistance to the Government to | 
pass the Bill, they had no hesitation about | in it great principles are violated, and in 
the bribe, for when it come to Clause | 
| Treasury Memorandum first published in 


| Treasury. 


Pollard - Urqu- | 
Hon. | 


The settlement of the Act | 


Is it not, then, an | 


griev- | 
connection with a settlement | 
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of the present Bill. I have stated, as a 
second ground for opposing this Bill, that 


support of that statement I refer to the 


June, 1895, and re-issued after the change 
of Government in August, 1895, and 
signed by the present Secretary to the 
In July, 1894, Lord Belmore 
moved in the House of Lords for a Return 
giving answers to five questions, of which 
the fifth question reads as follows— 


“On what grounds have the Treasury 
declined to act upon the recommendation of 
the Irish Land Commissioners that tithe rent- 
charge vested in the Irish Land Commission 
should in future be made redeemable at twenty 
instead of twenty-two and a half years pur- 
chase under the provisions of Section 15 of the 
Land Law (Ireland) Act, 1887?” 


It was explained to Lord Belmore that 
the information could not be given in the 
form in which he asked for it; but that 
an endeavour would be made to supply 
such information as the ‘Treasury 
possessed in some other form. Owing 
to a misunderstanding between Lord 
Belmore and the representatives of the 
Government, no further action was taken 
in the session of 1894, but the question 
was revived in March, 1895, and an 
undertaking was given on behalf of the 
Government that an explanatory memo- 
randum on the subject should be pre- 
pared for presentation to Parliament. On 


‘the 27th June, 1895, this memorandum 


was circulated, and here is the reply of 
the Treasury to the fifth question of Lord 
Belmore— 


“The Land Commissioners have  recom- 
mended that in~ such cases the terms of 
redemption of the perpetual tithe should be 
reduced from twenty-two-and-a-half years 
purchase, the rate prescribed by the Acts of 
1869 and -1872, to twenty years purchase, but 
the Treasury have not felt justified in con- 
curring in this proposal. The primary reason 
which led this Board and their prede- 
cessors ”— 


I would ask the House to note that, as it 
is an all-important point— 


“to that conclusion was the very serious loss 
which this proposal, and the consequences 
which might be apprehended from it, would 
inflict on the Church fund. The possible 
amount of that loss was estimated by the 
| Land Commission in 1888 at £845,000, suppos- 
| ing the concession limited to the tithe only, 
| without application to other portions of the 
| Church property; and it may be taken as 
| certain that no such amount could now be 
| surrendered without serious risk to the sol- 
| veney of the Church fund, Other considera- 
\ 
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tions, however, affecting the proposal on its 
merits cannot be overlooked, two of which the 
First Lord may place on record :— 


“(1) It is in effect a compulsory reduc- 
tion of the (statutory) value of one parti- 
cular charge on the land—namely, that held 
in trust for Irish public purposes, unaccom- 
panied by any suggestion of reduction in 
other and less will-secured charges such 
as mortgages. Measuring the security of 
a charge by the rate of interest which it 
carries this proposal would treat the tithe 
asa5per cent. charge, and, therefore, as 
being no better secured than mortgages 
carrying 5 per cent. interest, and worse 
secured than those carrying 44 per cent. 
As all such mortgages are posterior to 
tithe the First Lord thinks that the 
statutory price of twenty-two-and-a-half 
years purchase, implying interest at 44 
per cent., is not illiberal to the tithe-vayer 
in view of the ordinary rates of inverest 
on mortgages on Irish land. 


“(2) This proposal to treat the tithe as 
no better secured than a 5 per cent. chargo 
is in striking contrast to the suggestion 
that loans from the Church Fund on pre- 
cisely the same security should be made 
at arate not exceeding 3} or even 3 per 
per cent., which rates involve a high 
estimate of the security. It would 
extremely illogical, apart from other 
objections, to apply simultaneously both 
these methods of relieving the tithe-payer | 
at the cost of the Church Fund. 


“In conclusion, the First Lord desires to | 
remark that he has endeavoured in this 
memorandum to distinguish between the | 
matters for which the Board is, and those for | 


which it isnot, responsible. In the case of the | 
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this sudden and extraordinary change of 
policy on the part of the Treasury was 
ever laid before the House, and when, in 
the spring of 1896, I asked the Secretary 
of the Treasury on what grounds he 
could explain this change in policy, he 
replied that the only ground was a change 
in the personnel of the Treasury, a reply 
which appeared to me at the time, 
and appears to me still, as most 
degrading to a great Department of the 
State, for it will be evident that the 
memorandum from which I have just 
quoted must have been prepared and 
issued with the full approval of the per- 
manent heads of the Treasury ; and yet, 
within six months, without any fresh 
statement of grounds for a change of 
policy, the action which is declared by 
this reasoned memorandum to be against 
public policy and principle, was sanctioned 
by the Treasury. Before I pass from the 
Treasury memorandum of 1895, I wish to 
draw attention to one statement made by 
Lord Belmore, and admitted in the memo- 
randum, and that is that the reeommen- 
dation to reduce the redemption price of 
tithe rent-charge was made by the Land 
Commission. Now this is rota fact. I 
find that in a judgment delivered by Mr. 
Commissioner O’Brien on the 10th June, 
1896, the following statement occurs— 

“« But now by letter dated 5th May last, the 





former, it is their Lordships’ duty to defend | Treasury has authorised the Land Commission 
their own decisions ; but as to the latter, it is | to reduce the rate of redemption for tithe rent 


only necessary to state facts and figures for | charge to twenty years purchase, and for tithe 
the consideration of the Legislature.” | annuities to the basis of a forty-five instead of 
i 4 a | fifty-two years annuity. The Treasury letter 
From this memorandum it is clear that | is im answer to one from the secretary 
the Treasury, constituted as it was in | of bean co arg a for gaan 
fr - | to make this reduction. That letter, however, 
June, 1895, and carrying out the policy was misleading. It purports to have been 


of its predecessors in the previous | written by thedirection of the Commissioners, 
Government, had refused to make this | whereas’ it was written by the direction of 


concession, and refused it on the | but ~_— ag, ernatena oo re 
d h o M4 MY | veyec e reasur 1a 1s matter ha 
ouble ground of public policy and | in been considered by the whole Com- 


economic principle ; because, in the first mission, and that the proposed change in the 
instance, the loss to the Church Fund | rate of redemption was approved by all or the 


would be too heavy, and because, in the | majority of the Land Commissioners. On this, 
|as on other occasions, a communication was 


ogy ay ~ pee “ rmene | made in the name of the Land Commissioners 
4 7 | Without my authority, assent, or knowledge, 
liens were left untouched, was a principle | relating to an important matter which, in my 
vicious in itself. I know that I shall be | opinion, should have been brought before the 
told that this policy was reversed, and | fl! Board. 

that within six months the Treasury did That is a monstrous thing. Here we 
exercise its right to make the concession | have an important letter sent to the 
asked for in case of estates that were Treasury, without the knowledge or 
sold to the tenants by the Land Com- | assent of the Commissioners, by one of 
mission; and, furthermore, that this| the most important members of that 
alteration of policy was confirmed by | Commission. But all the concessions 
Clause 37 of the Bill of 1896. But in) made by the Treasury letter of 1896 and 
reply I point out that no justification for Clause 37 of the Land Act of 1896— 


Mr. Dillon. 
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enormous as they are in amount—apply | pamphlet published on their behalf last 
only to the case of estates sold to the year. It says— 
tenants under fhe Land Purchase Act. | 


And I can conceive it being argued that, | 
where so great a public object is arrived | 
at as the transfer of the land in Ireland | 
to the occupiers, it is permissible to | 
hand over this large slice of a public fund | 
to the landlords, by way of greasing the | 
wheels, although I confess that the 
amount of grease required to keep the | 
Irish landlords moving is _ positively | 
alarming. But, whatever force there may | 
be in that argument, it has no weight in 
support of this Bill, which proposes to 
extend similar concessiuns and advan- 


tages to those landlords who decline to | 


sell as have already been given 
to landlords, by way of an induce- 
ment or a bribe, to sell their estates, 
and by doing so co-operate in carrying 
out what is now recognised by every one 
to be a great object of public policy in 
Ireland. The landlords are not to be 


“The injustice of the case, as affecting the 
tithe-payers in Ireland, who practically may 
be identified with the landlords, is beyond dis- 
pute. The tithe-payers demand that they 
should be treated fairly, and that the excep- 
tional law passed in 1872 should be repealed, 
and that the tithes should be varied annually, 
and in the simple and inexpensive way that 
tithes are varied in England ; and that credit 


should be given for those over-payments which 


have been made. 

‘“ Also, they demand that the artificial 
| value of twenty-two and a half years pur- 
| chase, established by the Church Amendment 
| Act of 1872, should be reduced, and that tithes 
| should be redeemable, when varied, at twenty 
| years purchase. 

“ As to the tithes which have been converted 
|into annuities, the annuitants complain that 
| the bargain has been broken, and that in their 
| ease alone (as affecting land legislation) a con- 
| tract, made when prices were high, has been 
| considered sacred. Their rents, their rights, 
| and their position have been altered by legis- 
| lation, while they themselves have had to pay 
| to the very last shilling the amount fixed in 
| 1872. Added to this, the orignal bargain was 


asked for any concession or quid pro quo | unjust; where tenants who have purchased 
for the enormous sum of money which it | their holdings under similar conditions have to 


: ith | pay only forty-nine instalments, the tithe 
” ap ty to ry aT ck them. I x ith | annuitants under the Church Act have to pay 
my third ground of objection ave | fifty-two.” 

already dealt, and I now desire to say | . j wit 

a few words more as to the financial effect | It will be observed that this claim is of a 





of the Bill. I have already shown that 


we have got little or no light from the | 


Government on this part of the subject. 
On the 12th May last year, in his speech 


introducing this Bill, the Chief Secretary | 


said—- 


‘*« Any attempt to strike the balance of gain 
and loss must be to some extent speculative, 
but on the supposition that if this Bill did not 
pass, full and immediate advantage were to be 
taken of the present right to redeem by all 
ecclesiastical tithe rent-charge payers, the 
Church Fund would probably be worse off than 
if our proposals were adopted.” 


Commenting upon this, the Daily Express 
most truly says— 
“ As the tithes are paid to the Church Fund, 


it is absolutely impossible by any manipulation | 
of finance to give relief to landlords without | 


diminishing the fund.” 


There could not be a better illustration 


of the obscurity in which this important | 


question has been left. Now what is the 
exact nature of the demands made on 
behalf of the ecclesiastical tithe-payers, 
and to what extent are these demands 
met by the provisions of this Bill? Asa 


statement of the claims of the tithe-|/is the 


twofold character. First, there is the 
claim of those tithe-payers who have not 
|redeemed to have their rent-charges 
made variable, and when varied redeem- 
‘able at twenty years purchase of the 
reduced charge, instead of, as at present, 
at twenty-two and a half years purchase 
of the unreduced charge. This claim 
is partially met by the Bill, which _pro- 
poses to vary the tithe rent-charge 
‘every fifteen years in proportion to 
the variation of the rent of the 
occupier, and to make that variable tithe 
|irredeemable. But I do not understand 
from Clause 4 that it is proposed 
'to take away from the Irish Land 
'Commission the right which they exer- 
cise under Section 15 of the Land Act of 
1887 to order the redemption of any 
‘tithe rent-charges. And one point on 
| which I should like to have information 
'is whether it is contemplated that, after 
the tithe rent has been varied, the 
| redemption price in the case of sales in 
‘the Land Commission Court is to be 
' twenty years of the reduced tithe rent- 
‘charge. The second demand is of an 
/even more outrageous character. It 
demand of those _ tithe- 


payer, I shall read an extract from a| payers who purchased their tithes 
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under the terms offered in Clause 32| public utility, such as reinstating the 
of the Church Act, and have volun-/ evicted tenants, endowing a university 
tarily changed the tithe rent-charge into | for the people of Irelandgand other public 
a fixed and terminable annuity in terms | objects for which money is urgently 
denounced by the present Chancellor of | needed in so poor a country as Ireland, 
the Exchequer as constituting a monstrous | I beg to move “that this Bill be read a 
bribe to the landlords of Ireland. And | second time this day six months.” 

this demand it is proposed in the Bill to | 





meet by remitting seven annual instal- 
ments. There is not much obscurity 
about this proposal. In its audacity 
it stands naked and apparently un- 
ashamed. A feeble attempt has been 
made to make out that there 
was some miscalculation or misunder- 
standing by those in charge of the financial 
proposals of the Church Bill. There is 
not a shadow of justification for this 
statement. It has been completely dis- 
posed of by the Treasury Memorandum 
of 1895. The simple fact is that, 
having digested the sacrilegious bribe of 
1869, these gentlemen are now hungry for 
another meal. In the Report on the 
Church Temporalities for the year ending 
30th March, 1899, the revenue from fixed 
annual instalments on redeemed tithes is 
£163,688, so that under this provision 
alone it is proposed ultimately to present 
the landlords with over a million of money. 
For a number of years the policy of British 
Ministers in Ireland has been to govern 
that country by a mixture of bribery and 
coercion, a policy which has naturally 
earned for them the contempt of all Irish- 
men. This Bill is simply a proposal to 
give another bribe to the so-called Loyal- 
ists of Ireland. If it is passed, the 
Government will receive neither respect 
nor gratitude for their gift. No Chief 
Secretary has ever obtained more money 
for the Irish landlords than the present 
holder of that office, yet we have all read 
in a recent copy of Lord Ardilaun’s news- 
paper—the Dublin Daily Express—a com- 
munication in which an indignant Irish 
loyalist declares that— 


‘* Never since James the Second sent over 
Dick Talbot to disarm the Protestant gentry 
of Ireland and leave them at the mercy of 
their enemies has there come from England 
so mischievous an administrator as Mr. Geral 
Balfour.” 


I would, then, advise the Government to 
abandon the futile effort to satisfy the 
ravening maw of Irish landlordism, to 
withdraw this Bill, and to prepare some 
scheme under the provisions of which 
w hat remains of the Irish Church Fund 
may be devoted to purposes of general 


Mr, Dillon. 


|. Mr. T. M. HEALY: After listening to 
| the admirable speech of my hon. friend, I 
have great pleasure in seconding this 
‘motion. I do so substantially upon 
grounds similar to those put forward by 
the hon. Member for East Mayo, 
‘although my arguments will be somewhat 
different. I quite agree with my hon. 
friend when he declares that the Govern- 
ment have not really considered, in prin- 
‘ciple, the far-reaching character of their 
| proposal. I assert that a greater blow to 
the principle of property or to the prin- 
ciple of the stability of financial institu- 
tions has never .been struck than by the 
introduction of this Bill, which is as revolu- 
tionary as if it had issued from a back- 
woods Parliament, or from one of the 
newly erected institutions in Bloemfontein 
or Pretoria. The hon. Member for East 
| Mayo has already shown by his historical 
retrospect that the Irish landlords have 
no grievance, but I will found my argu- 
ment upon the assumption that they have 
a grievance, and that having that 
_ grievance this is the worst of all possible 
means by which it could be redressed. 
Let me first consider this point from the 
tenants’ side of the question. The 
amount of reduction is to be based on the 
judicial rents, but what does that mean 
for the tenant? In future the Irish Land 
Commission, which is the guardian of 
the Irish Church — surplus — and 
which is at the same time the 
axe of execution to the landlords— 
| will have to consider in any reduction 
they make of the rents that the basis 
upon which they are fixing them will 
involve the destruction of the fund of 
which they have been constituted the 
legal guardians. Therefore, when Mr. 
Justice Madden was declaring that some- 
, one should have a reduction of 30 per cent., 
‘he must have been conscious that at the 
same time in giving that reduction he was 
striking a blow at his own trusteeship. 
That is an immoral position in which to 
| put a Judge of the Irish Land Commis- 
|sion. If you constitute a man the 
trustee of a given fund, and then make 
' him the destroyer of that fund, you place 
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him in a position which is absolutely | 


Tithe Rent-Charge 
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irreconcilable if you make him guilty of | 


a breach of trust. When you do that 


with a Judge in a judicial position, he is | 


put in a situation in which no Judge in 
the land ought to be placed. 
county of Monaghan, which county I 
represented at one time in this House, 


and with whose daily life I was 
to some extent familiar, oats had 
not fallen in value to the same 


extent as wheat and other produce. 
What is the position of the recipient of 
the charge? He will find that whereas 
the rents in County Monaghan have been 


In the | 


the just and the unjust ? 
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rents have been fixed. Is this Bill to 
make no distinction in such cases? Sup- 
posing I, as a landlord, have been success- 
ful on various grounds in preventing my 
tenants from going into the Land Courts, 
is this Bijl to make no distinction in such 
a case ; and is its hyssop to fall both on 
I should like 


further to ask this question. Supposing a 


person has become a landlord since 1881], 


}as is constantly occurring through the 
| Landed Estates Court, where 


Irish and 
English insurance companies are fore- 


closing their mortgages, is no distinction 


reduced 30 per cent., and oats have fallen | 


only 15 per cent. in consequence of 
judicial rents, the result is that the land- 
lords have been made a present of 15 per 
cent. more than they were otherwise 
fairly entitled to. What is the great 
basis of rent reduction in Ireland? We 
have never gone so much upon the 
question of price at all. We have stood 


| of the landord. 


upon this impregnable ground—which is , 
admitted by every English statesman who | 


has considered it—that the tenant of 
Ireland is the person who should benefit 
by improvements in the soil, and that the 
kernel of the land Act is that no rent 
shall be payable on any improvements 
effected by the tenants. The tenant 
himself puts up all the farm buildings, 
fences and gates, and makesall the reforms, 
and does everything that is necessary to 
make the farm profitable, and now, because 
his rent has been reduced, the landlord’s 
tithe is to be reduced accordingly, 
although they have done nothing to 
warrant them getting this reduction, 
which is made upon the basis of the 
tenant’s improvements. Therefore the 
landlord is allowed to walk off with 
half the swag because the tenant has made 
the improvements in the soil. Was there 
ever heard of in connection with a Bill of 
this kind so false and fatal a principle ? 
How are we going to deal with the 
middleman? I should like to know where 
the middlemen are going to be left in this 
question. It is admitted that, if a man has 
a head rent of £50 a year and it is swept 
away, he has a grievance, but is he to | 


_ remain under that grievance, whereas the 


payer of tithe—the spoiled child of both | 
the Irish and English Parliaments—is to | 
get a further reduction on the ground | 
that his rents have been reduced ? He may | 


| with a bit of its own tail. 


to be made? Only the other day the 
Hand-in-Hand Insurance Company 
grabbed an entire estate out of the hands 
Some of the mortgagees 


were the tenants themselves. One pro- 


‘duced a note showing that he had lent 
| £2,000 to the landlord, but he could 


not recover a_ single penny. Are 
the Hand-in-Hand Insurance Com- 
pany to get the benefit of this 


Bill, and to draw money from this im- 
poverished Irish Fund, although they 
have only become Irish landlords in the 
course of the last few months? I do not 
think the Government have considered 
the very beginning of this question. I 
say it is a monstrous thing that an in- 
surance company which becomes the land- 
lord of an estate, against the wishes of 
the tenants, should have relief under this 
Bill. Now I come to another point. We 
had here two years ago a question in 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Solicitor General for England was deeply 
interested—and [ am most happy to con- 
gratulate the right hon. Gentleman upon 
his elevation to his present position. We 
had the question of the Irish National 
teachers and the deficit which it was said 
had arisen in the Teachers’ Pension Fund 
on account of a Treasury error. It was 
admitted that the British Government 
had held out to these teachers that if 
they paid sums out of their little salaries 
varying from £2 to £3 per annum they 
would be entitled at the end of long and 
laborious service to pensions according to 
their class, of £40, £50, £60, or £70 a 
year, to be charged upon this very Irish 
Churely Fund. How did the Government 
deal with the National teachers, and by 
what methods were their grievances re- 
dressed? ‘The Government fed the dog 
Why do they 


not be the head renter at all, and he may | not give the Irish landlords a similar diet 4 
not be a person on whose estates fair | Remember, the National teachers are men 








1383 Tithe Rent-Charge {COMMONS} (Lreland) Bill. 1384 


of whom it cannot be said that “they | they use this money for buying stained 
toil not, neither do they spin.” They | glass windows for Protestant churches ? 
were told, “Oh, the Treasury have made | Will they put up spires on these some- 
a mistake.” The Act was passed by the | what dilapidated cathedrals in which they 
present Chancellor of the Exchequer when | worship? Nothing of the kind ; they will 
he was Irish Secretary, Ithink in 1875,and | spend the money in Horse-racing in 
he then said that the Treasury were so| England, or at Monte Carlo. That is 
accurate that there was no possibility of | where the sacrilegious plunder of the 
a mistake. Yes, the Treasury is always | Irish Church is to go, and the present 
accurate to-day—it is only yesterday it | Chancellor of the Exchequer, who is re- 
makes mistakes. At any rate, the Trea-| sponsible for this Bill, was the very 
sury made a mistake of a paltry million, | Minister who declared that the conduct 
and these poor teachers, who had _ been | of the landlords in swallowing the Church 
swindled for twenty years, were told that | Act of 1869 was a disgrace to their class. 
they could not have the pensions which} Now I come to consider what the 
had been guaranteed to them by statute. | grievances of the landlords . are. 
John Bull went back on his word, although | Apparently they have one sole grievance, 
we are told that British credit is secure | and I will make them a present of it. 
all over the world, and the teachers were | That is in reference to lay tithe. The 
compelled to provide out of their own | Irish Courts have decided that because 
pockets for a mistake of the Treasury, | the Dublin Gazette did not continue to 
And what was the comfort you gave | print columns of corn statistics, there were 
them? They were told, ‘‘ You will be | nomeansof revisingthetithe. [havealways 
allowed at your own expense to com-|sympathised with the editor of the Dublin 
mence an action in the High Courts | Gazette; he is the one journalist who is 
againt Her Majesty, and we will defend | always entitled to my sympathy, and I 
it with all the resources at our command.” | suppose he was so busy printing coercion 
The unworthy task was put upon the/ proclamations that, in the language of 
Attorney General for Ireland of having | Fleet Street, his columns were “ crowded 
to defend the misconduct of the Treasury, | out,” and he had no room for printing 
with the result that the Courts in Ireland | the corn returns. I admit the landlords 
gave judgment in favour of the Crown, | have a grievance, but if there had been 
and the Irish teachers who were promised | fewer proclamations there would have 
these pensions are now living witnesses! been more corn returns. We were 
to the fraud and bad faith of the British | deprived of the right of habeas corpus in 
Government. They are working in Ire-| Ireland by these proclamations, and the 
land to bring up the Irish chitheon, and | landlords were deprived of the revision of 
to teach them sometimes to sing ‘“‘God | tithe. I think we were the worse off, 
save the Queen,” and their reward is to | but I think also that if these corn returns 
be told by the Treasury, “You can! in the Dublin Gazette, and even if the 
borrow money from a bank, but we are | Gazette itself disappeared, Ireland as a 
no longer responsible.”. They were your | whole would not besorry. I should have 
faithful servants in Ireland, they were | thought that if there were this intense 
part of your machinery of progress grievance the Irish landlords would not 
and civilisation, and this is how | ave been content merely with the de- 
they were treated. What, on the' cision of the Irish Courts, and that they 
other hand, do you owe to the Irish! would have taken to the House of Lords 
landlords? Yet you rob the national | —a somewhat sympathetic tribunal—the 
teachers, and now propose to give a mil- | question as to whether this decision with 
lion and a half to the Irish landlords, to| reference to the Dublin Gazette was 
whom you owe nothing, and who turned | technically correct or not. But this 
Ireland at one time into a bloody puddle, | grievance did not weigh upon noble 
and still keep it in a welter of confusion. | Lords and others to such an extent as to 
We know, according to the landlords of | induce them to find a couple of hundred 
Ireland, that the British Government is— | pounds to lodge an appeal in the House 
not only in regard to themselves, but in | of Lords, in order to test this question, 
regard to their Church—a government of | and accordingly the landlords were de- 
spoliation, and they now want a little of | prived of the right of having this lay 
the funds of the Church in order to make | tithe revised. Again and again questions 
up for the robbery of themselves. Will| upon that subject were put in this 


Mr. T. M. Healy, 
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{28 JUNE 1900} 


(Ireland) Bill. 1386 


House, not from the landlord benches, added that it was the selfish policy of 
but from these benches; again and’ English manufacturers in [reland, who 
again we asked the Government to destroyed Irish industries and left nothing 


repair this error 


of the editor of, for the people but the land, and now, he 


the Dublin Gazette, but the Government | continued, the Government were making 
always refused. What do the Govern-| tke Imperial garrison bear the expense 
ment do now? They harness to that | which should fall on the Imperial tax- 


undoubted, or at all events arguable, 
grievance this car of spoliation, and 
make what is merely the correction of a 
slight error in procedure the vehicle by 
which we are to be robbed of nearly two 


millions sterling. Do they suppose that 
a proceeding of that kind is likely to, 
commend this Bill or their conduct to the | 


general body of Irish tenants? How 


often have we pressed for corrected pro- | 
cedure with regard to the Land Acts, but | 
that had to be wrung from the Govern- | 


ment by bloodshed. 
the present Government for the first time 
passed in 1896 a Bill without an appeal 
to disorder. But I am speaking of British 
government as a whole, and I say that 
never have the Irish tenants succeeded in 
winning any correction of any error of 
procedure through which they have been 
damnified except through the avenue of 
turmoil, agitation, and disorder. The 
Irish landlords now put up their claims, 
and not only say that this error must be 
corrected, but that they are to get a 
bonus of one and a half millions of sacri- 
legious plunder in addition. I maintain 
that if the landlords have a grievance in 
this matter, that grievance should be 
rectified out of the general Treasury Fund. 
Who will be paying by and by for the 
losses in Natal and the loss of the mis- 
sionaries in China? We were told to-day 
that Indian troops had been sent to 
China at the Imperial expense. I want 
to know—when the general Treasury 
Fund is to be saddled with those charges— 
why the Irish Fund is to be saddled with 
charges which, from your point of view, 
are really part of your Imperial policy ? 
It was your Imperial policy that abolished 
the Brehon laws, and that gave us as our 
masters the territorial aristocracy. Why, 
then, if they exist as the garrison in Ire- 
land, should they not draw Imperial 
wages, and not seek compensation out of 
this Irish Fund ? 
the speech made by the present President 
of the Local Government Board on the 
Irish Land Bill of 1881. He said that 


the Government were engaged in revers- | 
ing an Imperial policy ; he asked what | 
had made Irish land worthless; and he the Catholics. 


I acknowledge that | 
/—and to us the days of Elizabeth are as 


I have never forgotten | 


lic piety. 


payer. I believe there is a great deal to 
be said for the Irish landlords from that 
point of view. Why do they not come 
down to this House in khaki? That is 
the position they ought to take up. Let 
them appear as members of the Imperial 
garrison in Ireland, and say, “ Ever since 
the days of Elizabeth and Cromwell we 
have acted as your garrison in Ireland ; 
now pay us our wages.” That would be 
a fair and reasonable position. What was 
the initiation of this Bill ? You abolished 
the Brehon laws in the days of Elizabeth 


close. as the days of Victoria. There 
is no yesterday in Ireland; and _ those 
times and consequences are as much 
alive in that country to-day, and as 
much a living reality, as what is passing 
in this country before your own eyes. 
You grabbed our churches and put them 
into the hands of Protestants, and you 
were not content with robbing our 
churches but you also slaughtered and 
banished our priests, and put upon us a 
ministry many of whom were perverts of 
the vilest type. When you had done all 
that, you declared that the Irish land- 
lords in future should be made to pay 
these tithes, and that they should no 


longer fall on the Catholic tenants. 
What did you do then? In a 
series of statutes you took away 


from the tenants the nominal burden of 
the tithe, but you increased the landlord’s 
power of eviction, and from that time 
onward the position of the occupier of the 
soil became more defenceless, because 
every effort that human ingenuity could 
devise was, as O’Connell showed in one of 
his famous speeches, put forward to 
deprive these tenants of any protection, 
and at last the landlord succeeded in 
adding the tithe to the rent. We have 
given you your religion free for three 
hundred years, and also your churches, 
almost every one of which was erected by 
Catholic hands and as the result of Catho- 
I have no doubt that in Belfast 
and some other places in the north there 
may be Protestant churches, but for the 
most part the churches were grabbed from 
In several places the 
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churches were burned, and, of course, if 
you burn a church you cannot have it, 
and if you did not burn the church you 
have got it. What was the final stage in 
this dismal history, this squalid mixture 
of religion and lucre? The final stage 
was the Act of 1869. The Poor Law Act 
was put into operation in the thirties, 
and an enormous burden was placed upon 
the occupier. Then followed the famine, 
when millions of our people were driven 
out. You provided as a boon to the 
tenants that half the rates should be paid 
by the landlord. The occupier was defence- 
less; he was a man without a lease and 
without tenure, and the half poor rate was 
added to his rent justasthe tithe wasadded. 
Two years ago we relieved the landlords 
from the poor rates, and we relieved them 
from the county cess in cases of tenancies 
created since the Act of 1870. I myself 
have never regretted that, because it was 
part of a great system of domestic reform. 
The landlords have now escaped from all 
the burdens which accompany the terri- 
torial position in other countries, and how 
are you going to open this blessed new 
century? Having freed the landlords 
from every burden which accompanies 
territorial rights, you give them, as a 
final boon, 25 per cent. reduction in tithe 
rent-charge, amounting to one and a half 
millions. You do that at the very time 
when you are setting up an Agricultural 
Department in Ireland, the chief use of 
which, as far as I can understand, is to 
make rents in Ireland better payable than 
in the past, and to make the Irish tenant 
a surer mark for your demands. Oh, 
that is denied ; and it is said that you are 
going to create new industries in Ireland, 
where you will not even buy the uniforms 
of your policemen or soldiers, or boots 
and shoes for a single one of the instru- 
ments of your own despotism. You 
admit that wheat has decreased, and with 
the absence of wheat milling has disap- 
peared, with a number of other industries. 
Having abolished every industry by 
which the people of the unhappy country 
lived you have set up a new Department 
to make two blades of grass grow where 
one grew before, and to make every cow 


{COMMONS} 
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of the Treasury! These are the financial 
_gods whom the Irish must bow down to 
_and worship! We have no Parliament in 
Ireland ; but we come over here to learn 
'the trade; and what an example! We 
‘find that the British Treasury, which 
should, above all things, be governed by 
fixed and rigid principles, is not only 
attacking the principle of property and 
the principle of finance, but the Chan- 
_cellor of the Exchequer, who had declared 
that any attempt to deal with this fund 
in the way proposed was sacrilegious 
, plundering, and who put his name to a 
statement on one day that the British 
Treasury would find it incompatible with 
their financial principles to sanction any- 
thing of the kind, now as a mere sop to 
| the indignation of the landlords has flung 
all these financial principles to the winds. 
It is said that there is a continuity in the 
government of Ireland. That is true in 
one respect—there is a continuity of 
‘fraud. With regard to every other form 
of fraud that has been perpetrated there 
‘has been some attempt at justification, 
but here we are asked to swallow 
the nauseating dose wholesale, without 
'even the usual spoonful of jam. I can 
well understand the Irish landlords and 
the Irish Government saying, ‘ Look 
here, you naked Irish, there is a fund of 
two or three millions out of which the 
British Treasury is making some £50,000 
or £60,000 a year. Here it is in our Im- 
perial power, and we are going to grab 
it.” I do not know what this Irish 
Church Fund is. I have never seen it. 
We would never know it if we saw it, 
especially after this Bill. I suppose it is 
a legend, and that the Treasury has some 
, enormous book, with an enormous clerk, 
drawing an enormous salary for entering 
enormous figures in that enormous book. 
That is the [rish Church Fund! I donot 
| suppose it is anything else than carrying 
figures from one account in this ledger to. 
another, and bringing in a debit to Ireland 
| of £50,000 a year—the British Govern- 
ment being able to make a large profit 
' out of the transaction. I can understand 


|the landlords saying to the tenants, 
_“Look you, we have been robbing you 


give three times as much milk as she ever | for a long time, and we have been robbed 


-gave before. What is the security for 


this new Agricultural Department ? 


by the Treasury. We have a grievance. 


It The Chief Secretary is not popular. 


is this very Irish Church Fund which is' We even gather that from the Daily 


being robbed in advance in the interests 
of the landlord. These are the prudent 
administrators—the vigilant watch dogs 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


Express ; so he is called Dick Talbot the 
second. We have lost a great deal by 
these Land Acts, and you have not gained 
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as much as you think. There has been a 
long eviction campaign. We have had a 
squabble with you over that. But let us 
both join and rob the Saxon Treasury. 
You give us halfa million, and we shall 
give you another half.” I understand | 
that is the deal; but that is not the basis | 
on which it is put at all. If the Govern- | 
ment came and said, ‘‘ Can you, out of con- 
sideration for Lord Ardilaun, and all those 

other interesting ‘porter peers’ whom 

we have got on our hands, see your way 
to agree to give them a share of the Irish 
Church Surplus Fund, and we will agree 
to give you some of the balance?” that 
is a reasonable proposal. But that the | 
Irish people should be asked to give the 

Irish landlords, at the moment you are 

establishing a fund for agricultural pur- 

poses, asum of £1,500,000 is, I think, 

the most audacious and impudent pro- | 
posal that [ have ever heard of emanating 
from a British Government. I therefore 
venture to suggest to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite to make a fair transaction in this 
matter. There are in Ireland—nobody 
denies it—a number of cases of unjust 
eviction, and of deplorable hardship. I | 
go this length, that if you allocate, say, 

one half of this fund, and appoint a 

tribunal of, say, the hon. Member for 

Ennis and the hon. and gallant Mem- | 
ber for North Armagh, I would be 


willing to leave the administration 
of the money’ in their hands, ; 


{28 JunE 1900} 


| and others. 


so that it went to these poor people. | 


That is not the offer that is made to us. 
But here is a Government which has 
given us an Agricultural Grant—which 
went to England temporarily to one class, 
but half of it is going in Ireland for ever | 
to the relief of one class—which is going | 
to turn round and give that class an 
additional bribe in order that they may 
obtain their support. I say that a policy | 
of that kind is not founded on reason. It | 
is a policy which will re-act upon the | 
Administration itself, and I certainly say 

that it should have come from a Govern- 

ment enjoying the unparalleled popularity 

which we are told is the result of their 


| least some reply. 
confess, to those speeches. 


South African policy—an unparalleled | 


popularity proved by the fact that it | 
commands a majority of 150 in this) 
House—shows that the British Constitu- | 
tion has been put up to a kind of Dutch | 
auction. In former times you went to | 
the polls, and you declared yourselves on | 
certain great principles, like the ballot, or 
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which stirred mankind like the education 
or the religious question ; but nowadays 
the policy of the Government is a policy 
of “ shin-plasters.” You find out a par- 
ticular class which is aching to receive 
public money, and instantly you proceed. 
to shovel out the public money to that 
class. Where is the demand for this 
Bill? From what avenue or canal 
has it proceeded? Who has asked 
for it? You have refused it again 
and again in the House of Lords 
when it was pressed for by Lord Belmore, 
[ have never heard it urged 
for by hon. Gentlemen opposite, who 
ably represent their class. It is usually 
the case in this House not to put a 
question into Bill shape until it has been 
hammered on the anvil of resolutions and 
debate. This Bill appears to have sprung 
out of a headache in the Irish Office. 
Has the right hon. Gentleman got tired 
of being called names? He does not like 


| being called Dick Talbot the Second. He 


wants the reputation of a judicious banker 
of the necessities of the Irish people. I 
can only say that a Bill which in reality 
attacks the finance and the principles of 
the Treasury, as laid down by successive 
Administrations for over forty years, is a 
very bad one with which to face a General 
Election. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day three months.’ ”—-(Mv. Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 


| ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I certainly should 
have thought, after the two speeches 
which we have just heard from the hon. 
Member for East Mayo and the hon. 
Member who has just sat down, that the 
Government would have attempted at 
I can see no answer, I 
We have had 
in this country, .certainly upon these 
benches, complaints of a policy of doles, 
but this is carrying the policy of doles to 
an extent almost of madness. I have 
never heard of a Bill which has filled me 
with more astonishment and, from a 
financial point of view, with more indig 
nation, than the Bill now under the con- 
sideration of the House. What is the 


workmen’s compensation ; on questions | meaning of this Bill? We have not. 
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had from the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland any statement of what he 


expects the landlords of Ireland are 
to receive out of this Bill; but it 
is quite plain that when that sum is 
ascertained, the amount which will be lost 
to the Irish Church Fund will be lost to 


the British Exchequer, which is ultimately ' 
responsible for the solvency of the Church | 
Fund. The views of the English Treasury , 
on this subject have been read out by the | 


hon. Member for East Mayo in the minute 


for which I accept my share of responsi- | 


bility. Itis there pointed out that the 
proposal at that time might lead, and 
probably would lead, to the insolvency of 
the Irish Church Fund. But these pro- 
posals are not identical with that made 


at that time, although the principles | 


involved are exactly the same. How can 
the Chief Secretary for Ireland undertake 
to say that this proposal may not or will 
not involve danger to the solvency of 
the Irish Church Fund? That is the 


point of view which at least the English | 
Treasury and the English taxpayer care | 


for. The Irish Church Fund is a national 
fund applicable to national purposes ; and 
the Irish people have a right to look at all 
public funds from that point of view ; 
and you have no right to appropriate such 
a fund to the purposes of one particular 
class. I do not care what particular form 
this question assumes ; it 1s dealing with 
a public fund for the sole and exclusive 
purposes of one particular class. This 
first clause, which reduces the annuity 
from fifty-two to forty-five years, involves 
a certain sum of money, which I do 
not know to be accurately stated by the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland ; but before 
this Fund is dealt with we ought to have 
in pounds, shillings, and pence exactly 
what the Fund is. 


{COMMONS} 


That has never yet | 
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' Is that the amount from which it is now 

: proposed to make the grant to the Irish 
landlords ? 


| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The memo- 
randum shows the condition in which the 
' Fund will be left if these proposals are 
carried out. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: But 
what we want to know is the actuarial 
value of the gift you make to the Irish 
| landlords, and then we can judge of the 
amount of the dole, and what is the justi- 
fication for that dole. In the early part 
of this debate I observed the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was present, when the 
‘hon. Member for East Mayo quoted some 
very strong expressions the right hon. 
Gentleman had made use ofin regard to the 
proposals in this Bill ; but he is no longer 
here. I should like to know what are his 
views in regard to this Bill, and how he 
distinguishes it from those proposals 
which he formerly denounced so justly. 
It seems to me an extraordinary thing. 
We have heard of a policy of continuity, 
but anything more absolutely reversing 
| the financial policy of the English Treasury 

it is impossible to conceive. The principles 
laid down in the memorardum of 1895 
are, as the hon. Member for East Mayo 
and the hon. and learned Gentleman who 
succeeded him said, absolutely inconsistent 
with this Bill. It is quite unnecessary 
for me to repeat the arguments which 
have been so well put forward by the hon. 
Gentlemen who havespoken from below the 
gangway. I enter my protest against the 

ill as utterly unsound financially, and as 
_ being a gross injustice to the Irish people, 
who have a right to the integrity of the 
Irish Church Fund, as far as it will go, 
for national purposes. That fund is not 


been stated, and the notion of seizing a | to be frittered away for the benefit of a 
public fund—which is a fund for the | particular class in Ireland, any more than 
benefit, in the first instance, of the people | the public funds of this country can be 
of Ireland, and for which ultimately the disposed of for the benefit of a particular 
English Treasury and the Consolidated | class. Ido not desire at this hour un- 


Fund is responsible—without stating how | necessarily to delay the House, but I 


far the solvency of that Fund is 
affected—— 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am sorry to 
interrupt the right hon. Gentleman, but 
the statement was given in the memo- 
randum of the Treasury which was laid 
on the Table of the House last year. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: Is that 


| express the hope that this Bill will be 
| fully debated before it is allowed to pass 
|into law, so that its real bearing and 
character may be thoroughly understood. 
_A more serious attack on the financial 
' principles on which public funds ought to 
be dealt with has never, in my opinion, 
been made in this House. I regret very 
_much the absence of the present Chan- 





the figure at which the Fund now stands?! cellor of the Exchequer, as we should 
Sir William Harcourt. 
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know what are his sentiments on such a 
departure from sound financial principles. 
There is another point of which I will 
briefly take notice, and that is the Bill as 
it affects property. I entirely agree with 
ithe hon. Member for East Mayo in what 
he said as to its effects on the security of 
all property. It is alleged that the Irish 
landlords have suffered from a reduction 
of their rents, and what is the remedy ? 
To attack the first rent-charge on the pro- 
perty, to impoverish the fund belonging to 
the [rish people, and to impair the security 
of the British Treasury. I observe that 
there are other charges on the land that 
the Bill does not affect, and those are the 
second charges. We ought to know to 
what extent you are damaging the first 
rent-charge on this property in order to 
indemnify people simply because their 
rents have fallen. That is a most extra- 
ordinary, I might almost call it a commu- 
nistic proceeding. I entirely fail to 
understand what is the justification for 
the whole of these proceedings. The 
Government have not been very fortunate 
in their dealings with the question of 
tithe. Seven years ago we fought them, 
and in two successive years they were 
obliged to drop the Tithes Bills which they 
had brought in. But we never before 
dreamt in this country of subverting the 
whole principle on which the tithe is 
paid. No doubt we made the landlord 
responsible, but we did not alter the 
quality of the tithe or the method by 
which it was valued, as was so humo- 
rously stated by my hon. friend behind 
me. This Bill rests upon-the fact that 
the Government Guzette has not published 
the materials for estimating the tithe. 
Certainly, a more extravagant basis on 
which to rest a Bill I never heard. All 
I can say is that, for my part, I shall 
oppose this Bill in all its stages, because I 
believe it to be thoroughly unsound 
financially, and from the point of view of 
policy to be a very dangerous precedent. 
I cannot conceive why, at this moment, 
you should think it necessary, after all 
the grants you have made to the Irish 
landlords on one pretence or another, and 
simply on account of a defect in the publi- 
cation in the Dublin Gazette, to bring | 
forward a proposal which affects more | 
than a million of money of a public fund | 
which you have no right to deal with in | 
the manner it is dealt with in this Bill. | 


) 
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right hon. Gentleman and the other 
Members opposite who oppose this Bill, 
which is intended to remove an injustice 
from which many men in Ireland have 
suffered. I myself and others will not 
benefit from it by a single penny, but I 
know that others suffer from a monstrous 
injustice. My complaint, and that of 
many from my part of the country, is 
that the Bill does not go far enough. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Why do you not 
| take the whole Church Fund ? 


| Mr. ARCHDALE: The Church has 
been robbed, but I am glad to say that 
we are supporting it well. As regards 
this Tithe Bill, it does not, in my opinion, 
go half far enough ; and I only wish that 
'those who oppose it had to pay tithe 
|when they have not money to pay it 
with. I understand that members of the 
| Church are being served with writs to 
pay the tithe by the 1st of May, although 
'they do not get the rents with which to 
| pay it until November. It is said that 
this Bill uses public money for the benefit 
of one class ; but I do not know how hon. 
Members can employ that contention when 
they must know that up to the year 1824 
tithe was payable entirely on produce ; 
but in the year 1838, owing to the 
number of outrages committed during the 
collection of the tithe, the occupier was 
entirely relieved from the burden, and the 
owner was made liable, and the tithe was 
collected in the shape of rent. In the 
year 1881, when the Land Act was passed, 
owing to the fall in prices, and foreign 
competition, the ownership of the land 
was taken from the landlords. In 1872, 
when the Irish Church was plundered, 
the ecclesiastical tithe was fixed by Act 
ot Parliament to make the security for 
the nine millions coming out of the British 
Treasury. The value of the ecclesiastical 
tithe was fixed at 224 years purchase, 
although at the same time the lay tithe 
was valued at eighteen years purchase. 
By that means the British Parliament 
plundered a million from the payers of 
lay tithe in Ireland. I think there could 
not be a more honest or just measure 
than this Bill, and I cannot understand 
how Members from Ireland, when they 
know that the Land Commission has 
reduced rents all over the country, when 
they know that the tenants do not 








| pay tithe, which is a charge on land—the 
Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.):| ownership having been taken from the 
Ido not understand the attitude of the | landlord and given to the tenant—should 
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refuse to see that the tithe charge should 
not be reduced in proportion to the reduc- 
tion of rent. I was pleased to hear some 
hon. Members say that a great relief was 
given to the tenants by the Act of 1898, 
but I was sorry to hear the hon. Member 
for North Louth sneering at the new 
Agricultural Department, and alleging 
that it was established to make rents 
more payable in Ireland. I was also 
sorry to hear what he said about the 
churches. In my own neighbourhood 
three or four churches have been built by 
members of my own family, and I do not 
think we are taking them from anyone. 
When the hon. Member for East Mayo 
was talking of the landlord class robbing 
Ireland at the time of the Union, I know 
perfectly well that my great grandfather 
was one of the strongest opponents of the 
Union—he was just as strong against it 
as I am for it at the present time. I am 
sorry that family history does not turn 
out more Members of my opinion. If 
hon. Members would only look at things 
in an honest light, and recollect that 
these tithes have been fixed at a higher 
value than was right, they would not 
oppose the Bill. The hon. Member talks 
about the grease given to the Irish land- 
lords. I do not know many landlords 
who have got much grease, but I do 
know that out of the money given to the 
Church Fund by members of my faith, 
more than £7,000,000 has been given to 
Ireland. The hon. Members opposite 
say the landlords have taken all the 
grease, but the grease, so far as I know, 
has gone the other way. The grease that 
came our way had no substance. When 
it had any substance it went the other 
way. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I am 
sorry that the hon. Member for North 
Fermanagh is not in his place. The 
story he told to the House is the one 
that every landlord preaches when a Bill 
is brought forward for the purpose of 
giving something to the landlords. It 
does not gu far enough—that was what 
was preached by the hon. Member, and I 
am sure he is little more than the spokes- 
man of his class in this House. If the 
whole of the Church Fund were given to 
Irish landlords it would not satisfy them. 
The Irish landlords are constantly preach- 
ing their poverty, and asking doles and 
bribes from this House. I] hope the 
House will reject the proposal brought 


Mr Archdale. 
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| Chief Secretary for Ireland. I think his. 

| argument. this evening is not consistent 
with the speech he made at Leeds a short 
time ago, wherein he stated that the salva- 
tion of the tenant farmers of [reland was 
the land purchase scheme. It does not 
seem to me that the right hon. Gentie- 
man was sincere in his remarks, because 
it does not look us if he was anxious to 
get rid of the landlords when he brings 
in a Bill to give them a part of the Irish 
Church Fund. The hon. Member for North 
Fermanagh mentioned that a million of 
money was given fromthe Church Fund 
to intermediate education, but he forgot 
to state that the children of his co- 
religionists received their share from this. 
A sum of £1,300,000 also goes to the 
school teachers of Ireland, and it must be 
remembered that the Protestant children 
in the National schools are educated with 
a portion of that money. Surely the hon. 
Member for North Fermanagh would not 
for a moment say that the landlord class. 
should gobble the whole of this sum. If 
he does, Iam sure the Members of this 
House would certainly not submit to any 
such proposal. That is the proposal the 
hon. Member brought forward here. I am 
opposed to the Second Reading of the 
Bill, when I consider the large claims that 
are already made on the Church Fund for 
the purposes of education—£1,000,000 
for intermediate education, £1,300,000 for 
National school purposes, and other por- 
tions for the Presbyterian Church, May- 
nooth College, and the Congested Districts 
Board. In view of these claims at the 
present time, it would be a very dangerous 
thing to make any further inroads on the 
Church Fund. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Chief Secretary stated that in the 
ease of this Church Fund running out 
there would be nothing easier than to 
approach the Treasury and get a grant of 
| £30,000. My experience is that the 
Treasury is a very doubtful source for 
the Irish people to relv upon for anything 
they want. The Irish Members have been 
asking some trifling grants to help the 
distressed people in the West of Ireland, 
and I know the cold ear given to them 
by the Government when the proposal 
was made. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Mr. FLAVIN, 
Kerry, N.). House counted, and forty 

| Members being found present, 
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Mr. DALY, continuing, said: The | 
hon. Member for North Fermanagh spoke | 
about the Church Fund being plundered. 
I think it is only a matter of justice that 
the hon. Member should support his own 
clergy. It is the greatest shame that 
in a country where the Catholic popula- 
tion is in the proportion of five to one 
Protestant, the Catholics have to support 
the Protestant Church and also their own 
clergy. I should also remark that in this 
so-called plunder of the Church Fund 
several millions were given to the church 
to which the hon. Member belongs. The 
landlords pay the tithes, but they raised 
rents enormously. I know one estate 
where 20 per cent. was put on the rents. 
Taking all these rises of rents into con- 
sideration, the Government come to 
this House proposing to give a dole 
of several thousand pounds to the 
landlords. The right hon. Gentleman 
stated that he had spoken to several 
people—I suppose they may have been 
Members of the House of Lords—in re- 
gard to the Bill which was passed fixing 
the tithe as a permanent charge, and they 
had informed him that it was not con- 
sidered at all. I must differ from the 
right hon. Gentleman. I find that the 
price of oats in 1871 was 25s. 2d. per 
quarter, in 1873 1t was 25s. 3d., and in 
1874, 28s. 10d. The price was steadily 
rising, and to my mind the reason why 
the Bill was allowed to pass so quietly 
through the House of Lords was that the 
Lords thought the price would con- 
tinue to rise. They took that for granted, 
and they thought they were making a real 
good bargain at the time. The moment 
they find that the bargain has not turned 
out as expected they come whining to 
this House to get a dole from the Church 
Fund. I agree with the hon. Member for 
East Mayo that the best thing the right 
hon. Gentleman could do would be to 
withdraw the Bill altogether. It is really 
ashame that the landlords should come to 
this House asking doles. When the poor 
people of the West of Ireland required 
relief there was no Bill brought in on 
their behalf. I hope the right hon. 
(Zentleman will see his way not to persist 
in going on with this Bill, which is not 
agreeable to the vast majority of the poor 
people of Ireland. My constituents are 
very anxious that this Bill should not 
become law, and so far as I am concerned 
I will vote against the Second Reading. 
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Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): This is a Bill that deeply 
affects the Irish Members and the people 
whom they represent, but it also con- 
cerns Members representing constituencies 
in other parts of Great Britain as well, 
and on that ground I venture to address 
a very few observations to the House 
upon the measure. In the first place I 
am surprised, after the very pointed 
appeal that was made by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth, who spoke on this matter with 
peculiar authority as an ex-Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is not present. I hope that 
we shall see him in his place at all events 
at a later stage in the debate, in order 
that we may hear from his own lips the 
defence he hasto offerfor this extraordinary 
Bill, which, I venture to say, violates some 
of the most elementary canons of financial 
justice. The right hon. Gentleman, I am 
afraid, has been the unwilling victim dur- 
ing the present Parliament of more than 
one raid upon the Treasury, which he 
by himself has been powerless to resist. I 
was under the impression that we had got 
to the very end of these doles to favoured 
classes which have signalised this Parlia- 
ment above perhaps any other Parliament 
that has existed during the present cen- 
tury. We are, perhaps, in our unctuous 
rectitude, rather fond of pointing to the 
horrible misdeeds of Tammany Hall in 
America, and to the frightful corruption 
that existed in the Transvaal, but I ven- 
ture to say that if Bills of this kind 
were passed by Tammany Hall, and by 
the Transvaal Government, we should be 
the first to denounce them for political 
corruption. The landlords of Ireland are 
having this dole given to them to the 
large amount of a million and a half 
sterling, if we capitalise the annual grant. 
Any landlerd may at once sell his pro- 
perty if he chooses, and obtain practically 
the whole of the capital value. It is 
practically a gift of a lump sum of a 
million and a half to the landlords, who 
are to benefit under these provisions. 
The hon. Member for North Fermanagh 
complained of the treatment the landlords 
of Ireland had received at the hands of 
Parliament. Why, take a single case. 
Under the Bill relating to the rating of 
agricultural land in Ireland, one nobleman 
received an amount by that so-called 
Local Government Bill equivalent in 
cash to £60,000 or £70,000. There was 
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an hon. Gentleman—lI see he is not in 
his place now—sitting opposite me when 
that Bill was passed, who went into the 
Lobby and voted for £500 or £600, in- 
deed I think it was £700 a year, to be put 
into his own pocket. He had a perfect 
right to do that, but as a matter of fact 
if the Chancellor of the Exchequer, from 
his place in Parliament, had stepped 
below the gangway and handed that 
hon. Gentleman £15,000 or £20,000, or 
whatever the capital value was, he could 
not have made a more direct gift from 
the Treasury than was made to that par- 
ticular Irish landlord. That is the kind 
of legislation which from time to time we 
have seen in the course of this present 
Parliament. I thought for very shame 
we had seen the last of it, but here we 
have presented to us a Bill which pro- 
poses to take from the national funds a 
considerable sum of money and hand it 
over to a particular class—a class perhaps 
which is not as wealthy as it used to be 
in the past, but which at the same time 
is not a particularly poor, nor, I would 
add, a particularly deserving class. We 
were under the impression a short time 
ago that something was to be done for 
Ireland by the present Government. We 
were told that the golden moment had 
arrived in the sad and unhappy history 
that has for so long existed between 
that island and this country when 
we might expect something in the nature 
of a great measure of conciliation, and 
that expectation was given voice to not 
merely by those in Ireland who must have 
desired something of the kind, but by 
those who support the right hon. Gentle- 
man in charge of the bill in this country. 
That expectation has been disappointed. 
Nothing of the kind has been done, but 
the very least I should have thought that 
Ireland could have expected from this 
Ministry at the present time would have 
been abstention from forcing through 
Parliament a Bill of this kind, the effect 
of which has been so well described by 
hon. Gentlemen on this side of the House. 
It has been felt that the empire owes a 
debt of gratitude to Ireland, but Ireland 
apparently is not only expected to shed 
her blood, but to shed her money. I hope 
that this is the last of these measures. I 
hope that the common sense of this 
country will prevail over the system of 
giving doles and sops and bribes to wealthy 
and privileged classes. I hope that they 
will cease. We have had enough 
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sober-minded man feel that our finance is 
in dangerous hands indeed. We are 
piling our debt up by tens of millions, 
and out of our national funds we have 
made these grants time and again. We 
are allowing our own industries in our 
own country to languish—industries that 
might be profitably developed—like, for 
instance, the afforesting of the country. 
All these things are neglected for political 
support, and political support only is 
thought of. I trust that before long we 
shall have a Ministry in power which will 
have the honesty to deal with questions 
of this kind, not from the point of view 
of what political support it can gain from 
certain classes of the community, but look- 
ing at the interest of the community as 
a whole, and, particularly in the case of a 
poor community like Ireland, remem- 
bering to act in the interest of the 
masses, and not of the classes, who benefit 
by such legislation as this. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.): 
It is hardly to be expected that a member 
from the Principality should know very 
much about the Irish question or the 
peculiar law in Ireland relating to tithes, 
or the peculiar claims in [reland upon the 
particular fund out of which it is proposed 
to remedy this grievance, and therefore I 
was not at all surprised at the remarks of 
the hon. Gentleman who has just spoken. 
But I regret that the red herring of land- 
lordism, which has been skilfully drawn 
across the trail, should have been intro- 
duced into this debate. If I thought for 
a moment that the passing of this Bill 
would take a single penny out of the 
pockets of the tenants of Ireland I should 
not be at liberty to follow the course I 
now take in supporting the measure. It 
shows the ignorance of the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite that he should suppose that 
the Government would gain anything by 
administering a dole, as he calls it, to the 
landlords of Ireland in return for their 
political influence. Any hon. Member 
who knows anything ::bout Ireland knows 
that in every constituency in the North 
of Ireland, the landlords, be it for good or 
be it for evil, have lost all political influ- 
ence, and therefore, to put it on the 
lowest basis, it would not be worth the 
while of the Government to try to 
conciliate by a dole landlords who cannot, 
unaided by the democracy, return a single 
Member to this House. I have been re- 
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turned as a neutral on these very acute 
questions between landlord and tenant, 
and I do not think any hon. Member can 
accuse me of having broken my election 
pledges in those matters. I have always 
declined to take any course in this House 
which could be described as anything but 
neutral in regard to these acute questions, 
and if any hon. Member will convince me 
that in supporting this Bill I should be 
taking one penny out of the pockets of | 
the tenants I will at once walk out of the 
House. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: Are you 
putting anything into the landlords’ 
pockets by it ? 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE: That is 
another matter. Wherever there is an 
Irish grievance, no matter which class 
may be suffering from it, I would like to 
see it remedied out of funds in the pos- 
session of the English Treasury. But the 
fact that the sufferers happen to be land- 
lords, or Unionists, or Protestants is no | 
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statutory details which were required 
before a variation could take place. 


SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 
That applies only to lay tithes. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE : It would 
have been only right and fair that every 
injustice occasioned by the suppression of 
those facts from the Dublin Gazette should 
have been included in this remedial mea- 


isure before us. The hon. Member for 


East Mayo read from a memorandum that 
perpetual rents should be varied also, but 
they could only be varied by an award 
based on these returns which should have 
appeared in the Dublin Gazette. There- 
fore while this Bill, being a Tithes Bill, 
provides only for enabling the tithepayer 
on a new basis to vary his tithe, there is 
no provision whatever for these perpetual 
rentpayers who pay to the same body, 
and whose rents should also vary with 


the price of corn, to have their rents 


revised. I say that if you are going to 
remedy this grievance of the tithe payers 





reason why that grievance should not be | you ought also to remedy the grievance 
redressed if we have an opportunity of | with regard to the rent, and confer upon 
doing it. What happens here? We all | the perpetual rent payers similar benefits 
ry the “nya of a The — | to those see - this Bill, — ae 
ol the tithe was originally payable in| is noreason why the grievance which is 
kind, and nothing could more plainly | dealt with should not be redressed. It 
show how dependent it was upon | is proved that money was lent on —_— 
the value of the commodity. The tenant | terms at 4 per cent., and it is also proved 

has had his rent reduced according to the | that the instalments will repay capital 
price of the commodities, and if these | and interest in forty-five years. If that is 
people, who are called landlords—and if | so, why should you spread the repayment 
ed — pesmi —_ ere — a “ey fers as ene “ne br 
grandfather may have been a landlord, | will have been paid in forty-five ? a 

perhaps it is a good definition—are now | is not a matter of politics; it is 
paying an annual sum to a Government |a matter of common honesty. It 
body, which exacts it to the day without |is no argument against that that 
mercy or scruple, which is in excess of the | the people happen to be landlords. 
real value of the commodity on which it | If I can find any Bill which will provide 
was originally based, it is the duty of that where the Government, no matter 
honest men in*this House to support this | how long ago, entered into a contract of 
Bill if it will give those people relief. | this sort by which money was to be repaid, 
How has this matter arisen If matters | capital and interest, by instalments pay- 
had gone on as the framers of these Acts | able for a certain period, the Government 
at the beginning of Her Majesty’s reign | will be prepared now, owing to the reduced 
had intended, there would have been a! price of money, to vary that contract, I 
variation, and that variation would have | shall be cnidilitaly glad. We ought 
depended directly upon the price of the | really to welcome the principle of this 
produce. The intention of the Legis- | Bill, instead of abusing it as being abso- 
lature was that every seven years, accord- | lutely in opposition to all sound rules of 
ing as prices went — down, the tithe | finance. I think, on the whole, if this 
should be varied. ow is it that that matter is considered ams it rt be 
variation has not taken place? Simply | seen where the justice lies, and hon. 
because the proprietor on editor of the  liees will then be bound to support: 
Dublin Gazette omitted to publish the | the Bill. 
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Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
considered that the Bill was one which, 
if the Irish Members allowed it to pass 
without the strongest protest, would mark 


a sad step in the decay of the members of | 


the Irish party. The measure should be 
divided against, and every form of the 
House used to prevent the success of this 
attack upon the only fund which the 
Irish nation now had in reserve: If the 
right hon. Gentleman desired to do his 
friends a favour, why did he not go to 
that inflated fund known as the Local 
Taxation Account? According to the 
experts of their own Government, the 
British nation owed Ireland millions of 
pounds, and if the Chief Secretary de- 
sired to bolster up a class he should go to 
a fund of his own country, and then the 
Irish would say nothing about it. To 
come at this time of day, and ask the 
Irish Members to vote without protest 
another burden upon the people of Ire- 
land, was an outrage and a_ scandal. 
It seemed to be a favourite pastime 
to get the Irish people to fight 
one another, and when that could not be 
done to get them to rob one another, and 
now the landlords were to be allowed to 
rob the Irish Church Fund. This matter 
concerned the Irish people very seriously, 
and such a fraud would not be allowed 
to be perpetrated without decent publicity 
and protest. The Chief Secretary 
claimed that it was only an extension of 
a system already existing with regard to 
Trish tenants, but ,that statement was 
very wide of the mark. How were the 
Irish tenants treated by the landlords in 
days gone by? Was not every possible 
penny extorted from them’? Were they 
not like drowning men who would clutch 
at any straw to save themselves from 
ruin? To placesuch men on a level with 
landlords with regard to tithe-rent charge 
was really asking the House to swallow a 
very ‘arge dose. The landlords had no 
claim on the people, and why should the 
tenants of Ireland be asked to contribute 
a grant of something like £1,500,000 ? 
The right hon. Gentleman had said there 
would be a loss to the Irish people with 
regard to one clause of £33,000 a year, 
and that that would go on increasing. 
That was a very serious matter, and the 
people did not intend to allow that money 
to be taken without receiving some corre- 
sponding benefit. The hon. Member was 
proceeding to argue that since the passing 
of the Local Government Act rates had 
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| been increased all over the country 
| through the action of the Local Govern- 
| ment Board, when—— 


| *Mr. SPEAKER reminded the hon. 

Gentleman that the action of the Local 
| Government Board was not under discus- 
| sion. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN said he was 
trying to point out that recent legislation 
| had resulted in a very heavy charge on the 
ratepayers, and as the present Bill dealt 
financially with the country he thought 
it might have some bearing on that point. 
He would not, however, labour the point. 
The whole history of landlordism was one 
of the darkest pages in the history of 
Ireland. Thousands of people had been 
driven from her shores, and now the 
Chief Secretary wished to rehabilitate 
himself with this class at the expense of 
the Irish nation; but as long as they 
possibly could the Nationalist repre- 
sentatives would prevent -him doing so. 
They admitted the lay impropriator had a 
grievance which ought to be remedied, 
but on to the real grievance were hitched 
provisions which would benefit a class 
that had no grievance whatever. He 
therefore strongly protested against 
this Bill, and hoped it would be rejected. 


CoLONEL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.): We have had two speeches to-night, 
that of the hon. Member for East Mayo 
and that of the hon. Member for North 
Louth, in which apparently a common 
assault was made upon this Bill and the 
principle upon which it is founded. Both 
of those hon. Members agreed that ever 
since legislation had been passed in 
regard to tithe rent in Ireland unnum 
bered benefits and a vast amount of gold 
had been showered on the Irish landlords. 
But neither of those gentlemen attempted 
to prove their statements. I venture to 
make the assertion—and I should like 
any hon. Gentleman opposite who follows 

/me to deal with it—that from the year 
| 1823 down to the year 1872 the Irish 
landlords reaped no benefit whatever 
| from legislation in regard to this matter. 
| My assertion is based simply on the way 
in which I read the statutes and the 
effect they have had on the class to which 
I have the fortune or the misfortune to 
belong. The Bill of 1823 made the com- 
position of tithe rent optional. Appa- 
rently that was not found to act well in 
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Ireland, and so we had the Bill of 1832, ; have made one mistake. .They attack 
which made it obligatory that the | this Bill mainly because it proposes to 
composition should be paid, and that the reduce the period of redemptions from 
landlord should recover the tithe from | fifty-two to forty-five years. That, to 
the tenant, the landlord thereby the right hon. Gentleman for West 
undertaking what might be looked upon Monmouth, is a monstrous thing. What 
as a difficult operation. Hon. Members would be said if this House, supposing it 
opposite are probably aware that in recent , had the power, proposed to make any sub- 
times the Land Commission has issued jectof theQueen paya debt he did not owe? 
monthly Returns in regard to the rents in | [ can conjure up in my own mind the sort 
Ireland, and it has been shown by that of speeches we should have in this House 
body—who are not supposed to be ex- from the hon. Member for East Mayo, and 
tremely favourable to Irish landlords— the hon. and learned Member for North 
(Oh, oh !”]—of course, that is a matter Louth, if it was proposed that an Irish 
of opinion—it has been shown that in the | tenant, after he had paid the instalments 
majority of cases of Irish rents the rent | for his farm, was asked to go on paying 
has not been raised within living memory, those instalments for seven years more 
and that no difference has been made! when he had already paid the debt. 
owing to the fact that the tithe rent- That is just what this Bill proposes t 
charge had to be levied on the tenant. prevent. It proposes that the Irish land 
The Irish landlord in recent times has had lords should not be asked to pay a debt 
quite enough difficulty to get his ordinary which after forty-five years they do not 
rent paid, and it would not be wise for owe at all. Is that a monstrous gift 
him to alter his rental for the very small to the Irish landlords? The Chief 
sums which these tithes usually represent. Secretary for Ireland stated the case 
In the majority of cases, sooner than do very plainly on the 13th April, 1896,* 
that the landlord has paid the charge when he said— 
himself. Under the Billof 1873 demesne «There is no doubt whatever that the land- 
lands were included in the payment for lords have been very harshly dealt with in 
tithe, and it could hardly be said that that this matter. When the landlords redeem the 
was a gain to the landlords. But the Bill, tithe rent-charge, what is supposed to be re- 
of 1858 lene: tan; dalton, es: Pls ede deemed is the net tithe rent-charge, exclusive 
; : of the poor rate. As a matter of fact, the 
which great gain accrued to the landlords, annuity which they now have to pay—namely, 
25 per cent. being taken off the composi- £4 9s. for fifty-two years—would, on the sup- 
tion. But the hon. Member for East Position that the interest is calculated at the 
Mayo forgot that the difference of 25 per eared pirat rel prey x My saga TE 
cent. did not go to the landlord, because |, : F 
the Act only enabled him to add the rent This Bill simply does what any honest 
charge, and not the composition, to the ™an and honourable House of Commons 
tenant’s rent. would do—that is, it provides that the 
Irish landlords should not be asked to 


Mr. DILLON: Mr. Disraeli said that Pay @ debt they have already settled. It 
£100,000 went to the Irish landlords. is absurd to say that that isa gift of seven 
years instalments to the landlords ; it is 
CoLonEL SAUNDERSON: Mr. Disraeli Simply an act of common honesty on the 
was not the only Minister who knew part of the House of Commons. I do 
nothing about Ireland. At any rate the ot look upon it as a favour or a dole, but 
hon. Member for East Mayo cannot deny something which the landlords have a 
that this 25 per cent. reduction absolutely right to demand. I do not know whether 
did not go into the pockets of the landlords ®2Y hon. Members opposite will deal with 
atall. The hon. Member for North Louth | this point, but I do not see how they can 
drew a picture of the Irish landlord which Prove that even the landlords, whom they 
I only wish was true. According to him detest SO much, and whom they would 
we are so ful! of money that if this Bill like to expatriate and grind under foot 
were passed we could go, of all places should be the only men in the world to 
in the world, to Monte Carlo. 1 can, be asked to pay a debt which they 
only say that I do not think the difference | 40 not owe. Then comes the question 
it would cause to my income would|°f the system upon which you are 
enable me to go even to Dublin and back. | “> See Zhe Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
It appears to me that these gentlemen Series], Vol. xxxix., p. 814. 
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to estimate the tithe rent - charge. | 
As to the system on which tithe rent- | 
charge was estimated, it is well known 
that before 1872 it was estimated on the 
price of wheat and oats. The Bill of 1872 | 
swept that revision away. Undoubtedly 
that was an act of great injustice, for 
it took away from the landowning 
class that revision which all the tenants | 
of Ireland possess. The revision on | 
the price of wheat and oats had 
been swept away, but the Government 
have substituted for that revision the 
revision which takes place in rent, and | 
the hon. and learned Member for North 
Louth calls that a monstrosity. The hon. | 
Member stands up for high political 
principles, and he views with great 
suspicion anything that will throw the 
slightest shade or shadow of doubt upon 
those principles of statesmanship which 
have guided the country to which he does | 
not wish to belong. You have now swept 
away those two articles wheat and oats, 
which I helieve are used in_ this 
country ; you have swept them 
away as a method of _ revision, 
and you have substituted by this 
Act an easy anda fair method of revising 
the tithe rent-charge. I would remind , 
the House that the Irish landlords, what- 
ever their faults may be—and I hope they 
are not guilty of all the things ascribed | 
to them by hon. Gentlemen opposite— | 
have been treated by this country ina 
way in which no other landlords in the 
world have been treated by a legislature. | 
Cries of “ No, no.”] [defy any hon. Mem- | 
er to point to any civilised country in 
the world where, by the arbitrary act of 
the legislature, a quarter of the landlords’ 
income has been swept away. This House 
of Commons having decided that it was 
necessary for State purposes that the 
Irish landlords should be thus treated, I | 
say that we have a right to ask in this | 
House that they shall be treated fairly 
even in this small question of the tithe 
rent-charge. It is only a very small | 
question, although hon. Gentlemen oppo- | 


{COMMONS} 


| fair play. 
'be read a second time by the British 


‘loan borrowers ? 


certain amount of fair play to the Irish 


landlords, who have been treated by you. 


as no other class in any other country 
has ever been treated. The landlords of 


Ireland have been dealt with as a sort of 


political commodity, and they have been. 
badgered about to suit the political exi- 
gencies of the moment. 
Act of Parliament they have been 


'deprived of a quarter of their income. 
This has been done by the State for State 


reasons, but I do not desire to go back 
on that legislation. 
staring us in the face, and the Irish land- 
lord has never received a shilling for 
undergoing this painful operation. This 
Bill is intended to a very microscopic 
extent to extend a certain measure of 


| justice to Irish landlords, and I hope the 


House of Commons will not be led astray 
by the interesting and amusing speeches 


of hon. Gentlemen opposite, or by the: 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman the: 


Member for West Monmouth. This. 


| Bill aims at doing justice to the land- 


lords, and it is founded upon justice and. 
I hope, therefore, that it will 


House of Commons. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: The hon. 


‘and gallant Member who has just sat 


down has described this Bill as an act 
of common honesty. My comment upon 


‘that is that it is very easy to be honest 
at the expense of other people. We have 


not observed that fine sense of honesty 
which the hon. and gallant Gentleman 


‘opposite congratulates the Government 


upon in their dealings with the much 
more ample resources at the disposal of the 


British Treasury. The hon. Member for: 
| North Antrim alluded to the loans issued. 


in Ireland, and I think when the Chief 
Secretary heard him make that allusion 
he must have thought it singularly unfortu- 
nate. What are the facts about these: 
A year ago deputations 
from all parts of Ireland representing the: 
clergy of all denominations, including: 
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By a sweeping: 


That fact stands. 





site appear very ‘timid as to the effect this | Catholic priests, Presbyterians, and mem- 
legislation will have upon the Church | bers of the Church in Ireland, brought 
Fund. Surely anybody who reads the | before the Chief Secretary the case of the 
figures will see that there is no danger in | tithe-ownerxs, so far as it relates to the 
the direction indicated. That — fund | revenues and the charges with which the 
amounts to £597,000, which will be/ Chief Secretary was then dealing, not in 
diminished in the year 1901 to £250,000, | connection with an Irish Parliament, but 
so that there is no real ground for | with the British Treasury ; but on that. 
the fear entertained. I look upon! occasion the right hon. Gentleman found 
this Bill as one which will give a| himself unable to administer that honesty 


Col. Saunderson 
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upon which the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
has congratulated him to-night. That is 
exactly a parallel case. It is said in the 
case of these tithe rents that they were 
originally calculated on a basis which was 
unjust to the Irish tithe-payer. All I 
know is that the Act of Parliament pre- 
scribed the terms on which these tithe- 
payers could redeem those tithes if they 
liked, and it was not compulsory upon 
them to come in and redeem. No tithe- 
payer in Ireland has taken advantage of 
the supposed benefits which the Church 
Act conferred upon them. It was a 
purely voluntary process created, as it 
was supposed, specially for the benefit of 
the Irish tithe-owner. They came in not 
upon any declaration made in the House 
of Commons with regard to the rate of 
interest, but to redeem their tithes on a 
basis fixed by Act of Parliament, which it 
was open to them either to accept or 
reject. It is under these circumstances 
that we are told to-night that because 
those terms were unfair and dishonest to 
the Irish landlords Parliament is now 
bound to perform an act of restitution. 
The loan borrowers made out an 
exactly similar case, and they pointed 
out that the rate of interest 
was unfair; but the interest was not 
reduced, although the rate which was 
fixed enabled the Treasury to make a 
large profit. The reply of the Treasury 
was that Parliament had fixed the rate of 
interest for the loans, and they would 
have to pay every penny. It is notorious 
that a very large number of local bodies 
who have borrowed money from the 
Treasury at the fixed rate of interest 
have applied to pay off the principal and 
interest of the loan because the interest 


was too high, and because they could | 


borrow money much more cheaply. But 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer replies, 
“No, you contracted to pay this loan off in 
a particular manner, you contracted to pay 
it off by instalments payable over a cer- 
tain number of years, and we should 
make a loss if we allowed you to redeem 
the loan at par.” And consequently the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer bound these 


Irish local bodies strictly to the terms | 


upon which they have borrowed. Where 


is the distinction between these bor- | 


rowers and the case of the Irish land- 
lords? The Irish local bodies have not 


a penny interest in the transaction, for | 


they are simply public representatives de- 
fending public interests, such as boards 
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‘This is the measure of justice which is 
meted out to this class of borrowers, while 
special terms are made for the Irish land- 
lords. What is the distinction between 
the two cases? There is only one dis- 
tinction—in tie case of the Irish land- 
lords you are dealing with an Irish fund,. 
but in the case of the borrowers you are 
dealing with the fuads of the British 
Treasury, and therefore they will exact 
the last farthing. I want to ask the 
Chief Secretary a question about another 
case which has arisen. He has told 
‘us that these tithe annuities will not 
expire till 1917. I draw his atten- 
tion to the fact that some expire five 
years hence, and my knowledge of the 
fact is derived from the circumstance 
that I had some professional concern with 
a case which is at present before the Irish 
Courts, in which a gentleman who had 
sold his land was ordered by Judge Ross 
to pay. The position of that case is that 
if the proceedings had commenced two 
months ago or lasted a couple of months 
longer that gentleman would have been 
forgiven every penny of this loan. Will 
the right hon. Gentleman make restitu- 
tion in that case? Will he hand it 
back ¢ 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Was that 
under the Land Acts ! 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Yes. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: That makes. 
all the difference. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg the 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon, | mis- 
understood his question. [t was in the 
Landed Estates Court—but it was a case of 
ordinary land sale, and the gentleman has 
been ordered to redeem the land-charge. 
He has been ordered to pay this five 
years rent-charge, which it is simply extor- 
tion to take. The right hon. Gentleman 
is involving himself in no little difficulty 
by this piece of legislation. The Bill 
‘deals with two different subjects—it deals 
with the lay tithe and the Ecclesiastical 
tithe, and as regards both its parts the 
Bill works the gravest injustice, in the 
one case to the tithe-owner and in the 
other to the tithe-payer. It does not go 
far enough in the case of the lay tithe 
and it goes too far in the case of the 
Ecclesiastical tithe. The right hon. 
Gentleman does not see the extraordinary 
consequences to which it leads. What 
are the facts as to the lay tithe? Hither- 


of guardians and town commissioners. | to it has been adjustable every five or ten 
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years on the basis of the price, in some 
cases of wheat and in the other of oats 
which are grown in the district. It has 
happened in the case of wheat that wheat 
growing has largely disappeared in Ireland, 
and the right hon. Gentleman thinks 
that that is a sufficient justification for 
abolishing the price of wheat as a basis 
in all transactions, But what is his 
justification for a tithe fixed upon a basis 
of the price of oats 1 Does he know what 
the facts are in the county of Monaghan, 
where oats as a crop are largely grown ? 
In that county, as in every other part of 
Ireland where oats are grown, the tithe- 
owners find themselves in this position, 
that if the right hon. Gentleman had 
left the law as it was, they would not 
have found their tithes reduced more 
than 15 per cent.; under this Bill they 
are reduced 20, 30, or 35 per cent. How 
can the right hon. Gentleman defend 
that ? I am amazed that hon. Gentle- 
men opposite who represent Irish con- 
stituencies should listen toa proposition of 
that kind in this House. I am an owner of 
tithes of twenty generations ; I hold them 
with a right to have them adjusted upon 
a certain basis ; that basis will reduce my 
tithe 15 per cent., and the right hon. 
Gentleman brings in a Bill by which 
my property will suddenly be reduced, 
not by 15 per cent., but by a percentage 
varying from 20 to 35 per cent. How 
can hon. Gentlemen having an interest 
in property in Ireland, either land or 
tithes, defend such a proposition? Be- 
cause the result upon the whole will be 
to give them a certain amount of money 
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out of the public purse. That is 
why they come and _ justify this 
proposal. If that had not been the 


result they would have been the first 
to denounce it as spoliation and confisca- 
tion. There has been a wrong and an 
injustice done as regards both the tithe 
owners and the tithe payers. The fault 
has been committed by a public official. 
We do not know whose the fault was. 
Reference has been made to the editor of 
the Dublin Gazette, but I have been told 
that it was the fault of the Irish Land 
‘Commission. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It was not 
the fault of the Irish Land Commission. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: But whose- 
ever it was, owing to the blunder of some 
official, a wrong has been done to the 
owners of the lay tithe. Why not redress 


Mr Maurice Healy. 
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that wrong ina plain and obvious way by 
remedying the blunder? But no, the 
right hon. Gentleman, instead of remedy- 
ing the blunder, makes an assault in the 
one case on the tithe-owners and in the 
other case upon the tithe-payer. I have 
shown that in the case of oats it is an 
assault on the tithe-owner, and in the 
case of wheat it is an assault upon the 
tithe-payer. 1 ask again what is the 
right hon. Gentleran’s justification for 
making the landlord, who happens to be 
the tithe-payer, pay tithes at the rate of 15 
per cent., when, if he had the law, his tithes 
would be reduced 50 percent! Erskine 
once said that he had held many briefs, and 
though he sometimes had won cases which 
he ought to have lost, and sometimes lost 
cases which he ought to have won, on the 
average justice was done. That is the prac- 
tice of the right hon. Gentleman in this 
case ; so far as the lay tithe-payer is con- 
cerned this Bill is indefensible and un- 
just. What should have been done should 
have been to remedy the wrong which has 
been committed, and if the right hon. 
Gentleman was desirous of changing his 
procedure and wished to do that, we 
should be glad to assist him, even if his pro- 
posals went to the extent of entire re- 
vision; but to wholly revolutionise the 
procedure and the law, utterly disregard- 
ing the appeals of all parties in this 
manner, appears to me to be wholly 
undesirable. Another question is, what 
is the right hon. Gentleman going to do 
with the tithes lessees ? In many cases 
these tithes are let out, and the man who 
collects the tithes is a lessee paying a 
rent. The right hon. Gentleman pro- 
poses that the tithes of these gentlemen 
shall be cut down, sometimes more and 
sometimes less, but he proposes to make 
no alteration which they have to pay. 
But why, if the amount of the tithe for 
which he pays varies, should not the 
amount which he pays for the tithe vary 
also? That is another difference which the 
right hon. Gentleman has got himself 
into by this revolutionary procedure. Let 
me point out the last result of the extra- 
ordinary method adopted by the right 


hon. Gentleman. Take the case 
of the middleman, who pays a 
rent, and whose interest will cease 


in fifty or sixty years. His rents are cut 
down and he pays no tithes, his landlord 
pays the tithes and his rents are not cut 


down, and the right hon. Gentleman pro- 


poses that the landlord whose rents are 
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not affected must have his tithes reduced 
because another man’s rent has been cut 
down. 
have considered the full scope of this Bill, 
and I think he will find when it emerges 
from the Committee stage he has involved 
himself in most extraordinary difficulties. 
I compliment him on the way in which 
he has mastered this subject, and the 
admirably clear and lucid statement in 
which he dealt with it, but I am sorry 
that the great intellect which he brought 
to bear upon the subject has not been 
more profitably engaged. Coming to the 
case of the ecclesiastical tithes, I ask what 
is the justification for the variation of 
ecclesiastical tithes. The right hon. 
‘Gentleman the Member for North Armagh 
said that when the Bill of 1872 was passed 
nobody knew what had been done, and 
the suggestion was made that the tithe 


owners of Ireland were so negligent of | 


their interests and so careless of their 
rights that they did not know what Mr. 


Gladstone was doing when he introduced | 


that Act ; but those gentlemen assented to 
that legislation because they thought that 


they were making a good bargain for | 
themselves. 1872 was the prosperous | 


year for Irish landlords; prices were 
rising, and rose to 1876, and the 


general idea at that time was that) 


we should never see the end of Irish 
prosperity. The tithe-payers considered 


that under those circumstances, with in- | 


creasing prices there would be an increase 
in the tithes. This right of adjustment 
was not an unused right, and accordingly 
there was a bargain by which each party 
thought he had got his way. Mr. Glad- 
stone made his tithes proposal because 
large sums were being borrowed from the 
fund, and he wanted to make it secure. 
The classes which paid the tithes were all 
represerted in this House at the time, 
and we on these benches cannot conceive 
that they would have let this Bill pass 
through this House almost su) silentio 
unless they thought they had a good 
bargain for themselves. From the time 
the Tithes Adjustment Act was passed 
right down to 1870 there were only sixty 
cases of adjustment all through Ireland, 
and when that right of adjustment 
was proposed to be taken away the 
Irish landlord thought it would not be 
used, and had not been used in the 
past, and that if it were used it would be 
used to his detriment, and he gave it up. 
It has turned out to be a bad bargain, 
but I have yet to learn that when a 
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The right hon. Gentleman cannot 
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man has made a bad bargain he has a 
right to come to this House and ask it to 
| get him out of it. I have witnessed in 
| this House several English Tithes Bills 
| passed. I understand in some towns in 
England this tithe tax is a most 
| pressing burden, but my recollection of 
| all those Bills passed for England is that 
they were Bills not to cut down the tithes 
| and give the tithe-payer an easier term, 
but to facilitate the collection of tithes ; 
but in Ireland, forsooth, when the tithe- 
owner raises a cry you immediately come 
to his rescue, and we hear again from the 
right hon, Gentleman the Member for 
North Armagh the old story of reduction 
and relief. Does anybody believe that these 
reductions are due to the Irish Land 
Courts? Were there no reductions of 
rent in England? I have always under- 
stood that the reduction of rents in 
England, where there are no Land Courts, 
was quite as great, if not greater, than 
was the case in Ireland. The landlords 
of Ireland only did under compulsion of 
the law what the English landowners did 
of their own free will. No doubt the Land 
Courts brought it about earlier than would 
have been the case. The Irish tenant 
would have had to wait and agitate for 
what the English landowner did on his own 
initiative as a measure of justice ; but the 
‘rents would have fallen anyhow, and it is 
| false to say that the Land Courts reduced 
‘them, and that therefore the State 
should now step in to lower the tithes 
by similar means. The burden of tithes 
is an obstacle in the process of land 
purchase, and I believe it in this Bill the 
right hon. Gentleman had made the 
purchase of land more easy he would 
have met with very little opposition. 
Instead of giving the Irish landlord who 
sells his property upon equitable terms 
a sort of bonus by dealing equitably with 
the question of tithes, and saying we are 
willing to part with this fund to ease the 
wheels of land purchase, he has brought 
in this Bill and sacrificed the whole of the 
fund to the Irish landlord. He says it 
will not make the fund insolvent, and 
that he has not taken a penny too much 
of it. His case now is that the fund is 
just sufficient for the purposes of this 
Bill, but that means that there is a sub- 
stantial sum in hand for the Lrish people, 
and that money the right hon. Gentleman 
is throwing away for no useful purpose. 
I regret that the right hon. Gentleman 
has not used his great ability to put pro- 
gress into this Bill, and that he has not 
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dealt with this question of tithes in a | 


statesmanlike manner. I protest against 
this measure. 

*Mr. LECKY (Dublin University) con- 
fessed that he was rather inclined to agree 
with his right hon. and gallant friend the 
Member for North Armagh that this 
measure was not a very big one. _ Before 
1838 tithes were paid by the occupier, and 
if the tithe rent-charge had continued to 
be paid by the occupier to the present day 
there would have been a very different 
disposition on the part of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. However, Irish landlords at that 
time consented to take over the tithe fora 
great public purpose, for the support of 
their Church, and for the pacification of the 
country, and it was universally said at that 
time that this was a mere transfer of collec- 
tion, and that they would be able to recoup 
themselves out of the rent. I do not be- 
lieve they generally did so. Many believed 
it was equitable that the Protestant land- 
lord should pay for his own Church. In 
many cases the readjustment of innumer- 
able small rents would have been very 
difficult. Sub-letting after 1838 was very 
common, which proved that competitive 
rents were not exacted by the owners of 
the soil, and it appeared in evidence before 
the Land Commission that, in hundreds or 
thousands of cases, Irish rents had been 
entirely unchanged since the period of the 
Tithe Commutation in 1838. What had 
happened since then? The Church was 
disestablished and disendowed, but the 
tithe was still to be revalued every seven 
years, according to the Tithe Commutation 
Act. That right of varying according 
to the price of corn, which was recognised 
by the Act of 1869, was taken away in 
1872, principally, I believe, in order to 
give greater security to a loan of nine 
millions made by the Treasury on the 
security of the Church estates. At the 
time the change was made the price of 
wheat was about 45 per cent. and oats 
22 per cent. higher than it was now, yet 
the Irish tithe rent-charger has still to 
pay according to the old price. The value 
of land was also then much higher than 
now. Then came the land legislation, 
which took away all power over his rental 
from the landlord. The hon. Member 
opposite said that there would have been 
a fall in rents if the agitation had never 
taken place. He admitted that the fall 
was partly due to economic considera- 


Mr. Maurice Healy. 
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tions, but it was also due to political agita- 
tion. How far it was from corresponding 
with the market price of land was shown 
by the fact that in proportion as rent 
had fallen, tenant right had risen. All 
contracts were broken ; the landlord had 
no longer any power over the rental 
of his estate, and the leases which would 
have enabled him, when they fell in after 
a certain time, to make new arrangements 
were mere waste paper. If anyone were 
to take the trouble to read the Report and 
the evidences of the Fry Commission he 
arbitrary and how 
capricious in a large number of cases this. 
land legislation had proved. At any rate, 
the landlord could not make his own 
arrangement about rent, although the 
tithe was essentially a charge cn rent. Then 
there was the fall in prices of agricultural 
produce. Let the House bear in mind 
that the Irish landlord was the only 
tithe-payer who paid invariable tithes, as 
he was the only landlord who had no. 
control over his rental. The tithe- 
payers in England had their tithes 
varied according to the corn measure, 


and accordingly they paid between 30) 


and 40 per cent. less than they did in 
1872. Again, the redemption of the 
tithes was fixed by the Act of 1869 at 


221 years purchase, while the market. 
x JY p ’ 


value was little, if at all, above 17 years 
purchase. 
simply to rectify all this and to make the 
tithe rent-charge variable, not, indeed, 
according to the corn estimates, but 
according to the average of the judicial 
rents in the county. 
class of ecclesiastical tithe-owners in Ire- 
land—those who had commuted their 


tithes for a fixed payment extending over 


fifty-two years. This period was reduced. 
from fifty-two to forty-five years. This, 
as the Chief Secretary had shown, was a 
mere rectification of “a manifest in- 
justice,” and in the case of land pur- 
chased under the Land Act of 1896, it had 


already been carried into effect. The: 
fifty-two period bought not the net but. 


the gross tithe rent-charge, and it was 
a mere matter of arithmetic that pay- 


ments extending over forty-five years. 


fully paid the landlord’s debt. This por- 
tion of the Bill was a boon, but it gave 
no present relief to the commuted tithe 
rent-charger. 


up the longer period of payment and 


reduced the amount of instalment. It. 


The object of the Bill was: 


There was another: 


It would have been much. 
more popular if the Government had kept. 
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would also have been fair if it had been 
arranged that all tithes must be redeemed | 
at twenty years purchase, and that the | 
Government might lend money to the 
landlords to redeem the tithes at the. 
same rate as they had to tenants 
to purchase their holdings. Such | 
a measure would have been 
boon to the greatly injured class. It 
would probably have tended to accelerate 
the sale of land to tenants, which was a 
great object of policy, and he did not 
think that any human being .would have 
been one peuny the worse. The lay) 
tithes were never turned into invariable | 
; - =e aS 
tithes, but continued, like the Ecclesiastical | 
tithes before the Act of 1872, to vary 
every seven years according to the price | 
of corn. The lay tithe-payers had a} 
statutory right to this variation, and con- 
sidering the great fall in the value of corn 
it was a very valuable right. By a pure | 
blunder, due entirely to the Government 
and in no degree the fault of the tithe- 
payer, that right had been taken away. 
The variation was based on the price of 
corn given in the Dublin Gazette. Since 
1879, Parliament had repealed a number 
-of Acts which it was believed were quite 
obsolete, and among others, one obliging 
the Dublin Gazette to publish averages. 
Since 1887 the Dublin Gazette had pub- 
lished none, and the Courts had decided 
that no reduction could be given to lay 
tithe-owners, as, although they had a clear 
statutory right to it, the machinery for 
such reduction had been taken away ; and 
they were therefore held responsible for | 
the old rate of tithe. Many were 
paying 60 per cent. more than the Act 


a real | 


-of 1838 intended they should pay. He 


could not understand why the Govern- 
ment had not brought into the Bill the 
Church Perpetuity Rents. These were 
based upon fee farm grants made by the 
Government to Church tenants in 1872. 
To get these grants the tenants had to | 


pay heavy fines and submit to an increase 


of rent. The covenants of their leases 
reserved a certain rent to the Government 
based on the price of corn, and with a 
right to revision every seven years ac- 
By the same 
blunder that deprived the lay tithe rent- 


‘chargers of the right of revision, that of 


the perpetual rent payers had been taken 
away. He accepted the Bill with grati- 
tude as an act of justice and a fulfilment 
of an old pledge. No less than twelve | 


_years ago, when the present Lord Lieu- 
.tenant was in another office, he acknow- 
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ledged the reality of the grievance. The 
subject had been brought forward again 
and again in the Queen’s Speech, and he 
thought it was quite time that the griev- 
ance should be redressed. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL for 


| IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
|N.): This Bill has been attributed by 


hon. Members opposite to various causes, 
among them being the abuse which has 
been so freely poured upon my right hon. 
friend the Chief Secretary—— [Mr. 
Swirt MACNEILL: By the Daily Express. | 
Yes, the abuse of that peculiarly 
envenomed organ, and of others. It has 


'also been suggested that the Bill was 


brought in to conciliate the political sup 
port of the Irish landlords, but I can 
assure the House that no such motive has 
at all actuated my right hon. friend. This 
Bill, which is merely a repetition of the 
3il] introduced last year, is a kind of 
accompaniment to the Agricultural Bill, 
and was introduced because it was con- 
ceived to be a just one. It is a part of 
the policy of my right hon. friend to do 
justice to all creeds and classes and parties 
in Ireland; although experience has 
proved that such a policy is no more 
likely to escape abuse from those whom it 
is designed to serve than to excite the 
gratitude of those whom it does serve, 
The hon. Member for East Mayo said that 
he objects to the Bill for four reasons. 
He said it was a dole to the Irish landlords. 
Further, he was almost painfully sensi- 
tive of any attack upon property. He 
next referred to the agrarian legislation 
of the Grattan Parliament ; and finally 
he objected to the Bill on account of its 
financial results. 


Mr. DILLON: My objection is that 
we cannot ascertain from the Govern- 
ment what the financial results will be. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Well, the uncer- 
tainty of the financial results. The 
Government differ from each and every 
one of these contentions ; and I propose 
to deal with them in their order. The 
hon. Member said that the Bill is 
a dole and a bribe to the Irish 
landlords, who had no grievance at all. 
We submit that they have a grievance, 


/and, unlike hon. Members opposite, we 
think that that grievance should be re- 


dressed, although they are landlords. I 
am quite aware that some of our Irish 
friends are accustomed to speak on this 
matter as if the idea of doing justice to 
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a landlord is as absurd as doing justice to 
Beelzebub. We think that the landlords 
have a grievance, and that it ought to be 
redressed ; and we will not be deterred 
from that by the parrot-like repetition of 
the phrase “doles to the Irish landlords.” 
They have a grievance, first as regards 
the composition that they pay for tithes. 
If anyone had come into the House when 
hon. Gentlemen opposite were speaking 
who was unacquainted with the question 
of tithes, he might have supposed that 
there was some inherent difference 
between ecclesiastical and lay tithes, 
and that whereas lay tithes were always 
subject to revision, ecclesiastical tithes 
never were. Indeed, the hon. Member 
for Cork was eloquent on the iniquity of 
taking away from the tithe-owner the 
sacred rights of revision conceded by the 
Act of 1838. What does the hon. Member 
say to the Act of 1872, which took away 
all the rights of revision? And in order 
to justify that iniquity he invents a 
bargain. There was no bargain, not a 
trace of it, in Mr. Gladstone’s Bill. Now, 
what was the position of the landlords 
after the Church Act was passed? I 
do not go back on the composition 
of the tithe rent-charge at 75 per cent. of 
the rent. I do not know whether that 
was a benefit or not. The witnesses on 
that point before the Devon Commission 
were almost equally divided. The 
Church Act of 1869 and the Act of 
1872, making tithes, for the first 
time in the history of the world, not 
subject to revision, had nothing to say to 
each other. After the Church Act of 
1869 was passed the person who paid 
tithe and he to whom it was paid were 
entitled to have the tithe rent-charge 
revised at a stated period on the basis 
laid down in the Act of 1838 ; but it was 
obviously Mr. Gladstone’s desire that the 
tithe rent-charge should be redeemed, 
and he offered certain terms on which to 
redeem them. Here are his words— 


“If there be here any hon. Gentleman pos- 
sessed of land in Ireland—and there are many 
—they will not be very grateful to me for what 
I am going to state. It is that we shall give 
to them unconditionally the tithe rent-charge 
at twenty-two and a half years purchase. 
That is, of course, twenty-two and a half years 
purchase, not of the old gross £100, but of the 


£75 a year. We make that offer because we | 


think there may be landlords in Ireland who 
will be disposed at once to wind up the 
arrangement with us. But if gentlemen will 


listen to me they will see that we have another | 
alternative for those who may not be disposed 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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to purchase the tithe rent-charge out-and-out. 
in money down at twenty-two and a half 
years purchase. It isthis: We make to them 
a compulsory sale. I have not the least idea 
that anyone will object to that. We convey the 
tithe rent-charge to them under the following 
conditions: —We charge them in our books with 
£2,250 for every net £100 a year of tithe rent- 
charge. Thatis to say, we sell them a tithe 
rent-charge at a rate to yield them 44 percent. 
We then credit them on the other side with a 
loan of equal amount. We provide that we 
should pay off that loan by an annual instal- 
ment, with interest. But’ the rate of interest 
to be charged on the instalment is 3! per cent. 
The consequence of that is thata tent of 1 per 
cent. will reniain as a sinking fund to absorb 
the principal. The purchaser of the tithe rent- 
charge in that form—except that he will get 
rid of the fluctuation, for we must give him a 
fixed amount—will not be called upon to make 
any addition whatever to his annual payment. 
He will be liable to that annual payment for a 
term of forty-five years, and at the close of 
that term he will, under this arrangement, 
have the rent-charge, whatever it may be, for 
the residue of the time tor nothing. That will 
be the financial effect of the arrangement, 
which [ think will not be bad for the Irish 
landlord. I perceive by the buzz around me 
that this portion of the subject, at any rate, is 
not without some interest to a great many 
hon. Members.” 


And Mr. Gladstone went on to say 
that— 

“While in this manner we shall give 
twenty-two and a half years purchase and 
the tithe rent-charge of Ireland, the average 
rate at which that charge sells in the market 
is very little, if at all, more than sixteen or 
seventeen years purchase. On the other hand, 
it is nov a bad arrangement for the public, 
because it may be safely taken as a general 
rule that the public, in arrangements reaching 
over a long period of time, are perfectly safe in 
undertaking to lend at 34 per cent.* 

Now, on turning to the clause in the Bill 
as introduced, I find that it provides for 
the payment of £4 10s. per cent. for only 
forty five years—carrying out to the 
letter Mr. Gladstone’s undertaking. But 
by some extraordinary change the clause 
in the Act reads, not forty-five years, but 
fifty-two years, the £4 10s. being reduced 
by a shilling only. It is arithmetically 
clear that at £3 10s. and £1 to the 
sinking fund the whole would be wiped 
off in forty-five years; but upon what 


| principle was the landlord to be obliged 


to pay for every £100 he borrowed 
£4 9s. for seven years more than that ? 
For every £100 he was obliged to pay 
£30 more than he had borrowed or bar- 
gained for. Is not that a grievance? Is 
it not just and right and equitable to 





* See The Parliamentary Debates [Third 
Series], Vol. exciv., p. 45. 
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relieve him from that payment? We ask ' 


these figures to be tested, and let the 
speech of Mr. Gladstone be compared 
with the Act, and the mistake will be 
seen. Ido not believe that it was done 
intentionally. It was evidently a mis- 
take. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Did 
any Irish landlord ever complain of this 
mistake 1 


Mr. ATKINSON: The truth of the 
matter is that the Irish landlords have 
many good qualities, and a good many 
vices; but I cannot believe that they 
desire to pay an annuity for seven years 
more than they need. It is impossible 
that the landlords should ever have 
assented to that. It is impossible that, 
having the matter put to them, taey would 
have agreed to pay during the extra term 
for the debt which would be extin- 
guished in forty-five years. On_ this 
point I submit that the landlords 
have a grievance which it is only 
just and right should be redressed. 
We are not going at all to disturb the 
terms, but we are anxious to correct a 
mistake which was a mutual mistake, and 
which would be almost redressed in a 
court of equity. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: What about the 
Statute of Limitations ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: There can be no 
justification, because of an obvious mis- 
calculation, in requiring the landlords to 
pay more than they are entitled to pay. 
What is the next grievance? The hon. 
Member for East Mayo dwelt upon the 
great boon confered on the landlords by 
allowing them to redeem at twenty-two 
and a half years purchase. That is a 
matter on which [ know difference of 
opinion exists, and I will not attempt to 
decide which view is right, but I will 
quote an authority which [ know the hon. 
Member will respect, who has laid it 
down that the landlords were consider- 
ably mulcted by the operation of that 
provision. Mr. Murrough O’Brien, in his 
evidence before the Financial Relations 
Commission, said : 

“‘ Before the Church Act the tithe rent- 
charge was not saleable in the market for 
more then seventeen years purchase. Since 
the time of the Church Act very few have 
been sold in the market, and the price fixed 
by the Church Act was twenty-two and a half 
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years on the rent-charge, and twenty-five years: 
on the perpetuity rents.” 

Then he was asked, “ What, in your 
opinion, was the excess value adopted ?” 
and he answered that the excess value: 
was about two and three-quarters or three: 
millions. If Mr. Murrough O’Brien is an, 
authority when he lays down anything 
against the landlords, I presume he is an: 
equal authority when he lays down any- 
thing in their favour; and unless the- 
selling of this rent-charge at three: 
millions too much can be considered an 
advantage, the landlords did not get any 
advantage under that scheme. What is 
the next point? We say the landlords. 
have a grievance, because the right of 
revision, which the hon. Member for Cork 
regards as a sacred and valuable: right, 
was taken away from them. It is said 
that that was done besause prices were 
going up so fast. The hon. Member for 
fast Donegal dissents. 


Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, 
K.): I wish to repudiate all connection 
with the matter. 


Mr. ATKINSON : Oh, I meant the 
hon. Member for South Donegal. In 
1867 wheat was £1 15s. 8d. per twenty 
stone, and oats was 16s. 3d. per barrel. 
In 1869 wheat had fallen 6s. and oata 
ls. 3d., and from 1869 to 1872 there was 
a rise of 2s. 3d. on wheat and 2d. on oats. 
This is supposed to be the inducement 
which made the landlords not oppose the 
Bill of 1872. 


Mr. DILLON : Why did they not 
oppose it ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : Ido not know. It 
isnot for me to say why they did not 
oppose it, but rather for the hon. Mem- 
ber to prove that there was a bargain 
between the Government and the land- 
lords. 


Mr. DILLON: My proof consists in 
this, that when a large body of landlords 
in this House and in the House of Lords 
accepted the Bill without one word of 
objection, I take it that there must have 
been a bargain. 


Mr. ATKINSON: That would not 
have occurred to me. There is no founda- 
tion for saying that there was any rise in 
prices. Since 1867 there had been a 
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-steady fall, and between 1860 and 1872, 
when the Act was passed, prices were 
practically stationary, so that the land- 
lord got no advantage. On the contrary, 
he lost this valuable right of revision. We 
therefore propose to restore that right. 
It is said by hon. Gentlemen opposite that 
we propose to restore it because rents 
have gone down. We have restored it 
for no such reason. We have restored it 
because the right of revision is inherent in 
.the character and quality of tithe. 


Mr. DILLON: The reason why we 
stated that the tithe was to be lowered 
because the rent had been lowered was 
because the Chief Secretary gave that 
as a reason when he introduced the 


Bill. 
Mr. ATKINSON: The right hon. 


‘Gentleman gave this reason. In select- 
ing the variation of rent as the basis of 
the new system of revision he stated 
that as tithe was pai with rent, there- 
fore, when rent was reduced tithe ought 
to be reduced also. 
and fair that the right of revision should 
be restored to the landlords. What 
system shall be given? Shall we restore 
‘the old system or establish a new system ? 
What was the old system? It was the 
most costly, cumbersome, expensive, 
illogical and ridiculous system that could 
be invented, because tithes are payable 
not from wheat and oats alone, but from 
all agricultural products generally. The 
selection of wheat and oats as the basis 
of the tithe rent was merely an accident, 
.and the accident was that there was no 
record of prices for any other species of 
-agricultural produce. Under Acts passed 
in the reign of George III. there was 
an elaborate system of ascertaining the 
price of wheat and oats in Dublin and 
‘the country, and that system being in 
existence was borrowed as a basis for 
tithe rent, but it really had no inherent 
relation to the capacity or productiveness 
‘of the soil. With regard to nine-tenths 
of Ireland it would be just as reasonable to 
‘revise tithes on the price of diamonds as 
on the price of wheat. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Thanks to England. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Therefore, when 
we had to revise tithe we said it was more 
‘rational and more reasonable to adopt a 
inew system. The hon. Member for East 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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We submit it is just - 
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Mayo said that it is not only fallacious, 
but almost wicked to say that tithes are 
charged on the rent. Tithes are not 
charged on the rent, but they are paid 
out of the rent, and are a charge on the 
products of the land. The best proof of 
that is that an owner of tithes can get a 
receiver appointed who will take the rent 
until the tithes are satisfied. The hon. 
Member for East Mayo said that he was 
opposed to us taking a public fund and 
applying it for the benefit of a particular 
class, but in that argument he spoke as if 
this were not a charge variable by its very 
nature. I pass now to the financial result. 
My right hon. friend has explained that 
first of all this fund is solvent and 
that it can meet all the charges upon it, 
including the £70,000 a year secured to 
the Agricultural Department under the 
Act of 1899, and that in 1917 there will 
be a loss on one side and a gain on the 
other. The loss will be this: the annui- 
ties at present amount to £160,000 a year, 
and they will be cut short by seven years. 
That will amount to over a million. On 
the other side of the account there may 
be a possibility in 1945 of three millions, 
because we prohibit the landlords from 
further redeeming. Beyond. that it is 
impossible to go. There are so many 
problematical matters to be dealt with 
that it is impossible to arrive at definite 
figures, but as far as calculation and 
examination can go that will be the finan- 
cial result. In addition to that there will 
be an immediate gain of £6,000 a year 
paid on the poor rate. Setting off these 
charges one against the other, as far as 
can be ascertained there will be no danger 
of this fund not being able to meet all 
the charges upon it, including the charge 
of £70,000 to the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, until 1945. It may be said that 
that is an uncertain calculation. I 
admit to a certain extent it is, 
but is the probability so strong 
as would prevent you doing an act of 
justice for the next forty-five years, and 
postponing redress because probably at 
the end of that period there may bea 
deficit? There will be no deficit as far 
as can be ascertained, and there is no 
reason whatever in withholding from 
these tithe-owners the redress to which 
they are entitled. Reference has been 
made to middlemen, and it is said that 


‘the landlords will get the tithes reduced 
‘and the middlemen will not. 
| real object of this Bill is to give a system 


But the 
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of revision, of which the  tithe-owners | 


were unjustly deprived in 1872. Every- 
one knows that the old system was cum- 
bersome, expensive, uncertain in its 
results, and very often unsuccessful, 
because unless the applicant proved that 
the tithe rent-charge ought to be varied 
by 10 per cent. he got no redress, and was 
cast in costs. The automatic system we 
now propose is much fairer to the whole 
body of tithe-payers, and much more 
satisfactory generally. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs): The House has just listened to 
a most ingenious defence of a Bill the 
main principle of which I submit is 
essentially unsound. The right hon. Gen- 


tleman has manifestly been rather hard | 


hit by the suggestion that has been made 
not once but very frequently in the 
course of this debate, that this is another 
instance of the legislation with which we 
are familiar as proceeding from a Unionist 
Government, under which moneys belongs 
ing to the public and dedicated to public 


uses have been transferred from the 


public and from public uses to the benefit 
of a private class of individuals. The 
right hon. Gentleman denied that this was 
a dole, and he argued that it was a griev- 
ance that had failed to be redressed in 
consequence of a miscalculation which 
occurred in 1869. But the Bill of 1869 
as originally framed was a Bill which pro- 
vided for the redemption of tithe rent in 
a period of forty-five years, whereas as it 
ultimately became an Act of Parliament 


that period was extended to fifty-two | 


years. Does the right hon. Gentleman 
really suggest that the Parliament of this 
country has been under a mistake of seven 
years in an Act of Parliament—that seven 
years having grown from forty-five to 
fifty-two, owing to something in the 
nature of a clerical error ? 
gest for one moment that this Parlia- 
ment in a large financial transaction 
of this kind, and receiving assistance 
from the highest actuary in the State, 


would have acquiesced in a blunder of | 
For years the landlords of | 


that kind ? 
Ireland have been bringing forward this 
very suggestion of a miscalculation. In 
the Treasury Minute issued in 1895 it is 
stated that Lord Belmore asked in the 
House of Lords in June, 1894, whether 
the alteration made while the Irish Church 
Act of 1899 was in Committee was a re- 
sult of a miscalculation, and he was 
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Does he sug- | 
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informed, in reply, that there was 
no miscalculation. It was no mis- 
| calculation but deliberate action, and it is 
out of the question that the House 
should now be asked to revise a 
Parliamentary transaction which in the 
‘full knowledge of the Treasury at the 
time proceeded upon a correct calculation 
of the actuarial value of the transaction. 
I would ask, further, whether it is con- 
ceivable that a Unionist Government, 
| which has been eleven years in office 
during the last fourteen years, should 
have allowed to continue a state of affairs 
in which injustice so gross was being 
perpetrated on any class of ratepayers, 
much less tithe rent-payers ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The injustice 
practically does not come into active 
operation until these annuities mature ; 
but in the Land Act of 1896 it was pro- 
vided that where annuities were re- 
deemed they should be redeemed on the 
supposition that the charge must be paid 
off in forty-five years, not in fifty-two 
years. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I entirely 
assent to that remark, but I observe with 
regard to it that it is no explanation at 
all. We have it on the authority of the 
Chief Secretary that he looks forward to 
1917 as the year when these annuities 
will fall in. Again there was a statutory 
bargain in 1869, which was repeated in 
1872. Was the miscalculation also 
made in the latter year ? I wish 
to emphasise the point I make that 
Parliament proceeded with its eyes open 
in 1869 and in 1872. The third point was 
that this is not a compulsory scheme of 
redemption. No landlord has been 
compelled to redeem under these terms, 
but the landlords accepted these conditions 
and declared that it was a bargain. I am 
| not misusing the word “ bargain.” In the 
| face of the terms I say it was a bargain. 
| It was a bargain not only for the landlord 
and tithe-rent owner, but a bargain in 
another interest altogether, and that is 
the Irish people, for whom the Land Com- 
| missioners, as the administrators of the 
| Irish Church Fund, are trustees. That 
‘fund is now to be depleted by 
|this rearrangement. I am not mis- 
| representing the position in the slightest 
| degree. If I have shown that there was 
no grievance because there was no mis- 
| calculation, it follows necessarily that the 
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attempt to create a grievance is a 
circuitous way of proceeding to justify 
the proposal now before the House. The | 
next point stated by the right hon. | 
Gentleman the Attorney General for | 
Ireland was that there was nothing bad 
in the introduction of the new principle 
of variability in reference to rent charges, 
because he says there is no principle in | 
this at all. In one sense I agree with 
him, but I think you must have some- 
thing to go upon if you are to introduce 
the precedent of variability. The prin- | 
ciple of variability prior to the legislation 
of 1869 and 1872 was that there might 
he a reference back to the price of com- 
modities by the consent of all parties, but | 
that principle was found to be so circuitous 
in its operation, or difficult to appeal 
to, that in only a_ small percentage 
of cases—I think only one case 
per annum—during the whole period of 
this invariability was it ever appealed | 
toatall. It is said that the principle is | 
not bad, because something has to be 
restored, I have already dealt with that. 
I think nothing has to be restored, but if | 
something has to be restored it should be 
in proportion to the reduction of the 
rent. In Ireland the tithe rent-charge is 
practically a fixed rent-charge. The rent- 
charge is now to be varied. I venture to | 
say the principle now introduced is one 
of the most dangerous principles appli- 
cable to the charges and mortgages resting 
upon the real estate of this country that 
can possibly be conceived. The fallacy 
rests upon this. The Attorney General 
for Ireland states that tithe rent is a 
charge upon rent. That statement 
is an entire delusion in the sense 
in which it is used. When the 
rent on any property is reduced, the 
mortgagor on that property may look 
out for what was hitherto supposed to be 
an unimpeachable security, because his 
interest will be proportionally treated. I 
say this is a most dangerous attack upon 
the principles of sound finance applicable 
to real estate in this country. Another 
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‘kind. For whose benefit is it ? 


(Lrelund) Bill. 142s 
portion of the argument just delivered 
was to the effect that it could not ‘ve 
understood that this legislation was for 
the benefit of a class. Well, it is diffi- 
cult indeed to answer a suggestion of that 
That is 


what I want to know. ‘Whose pockets 


‘is it to go into ?” said one hon. Member, 


and there was no answer given. It 
necessarily goes into the pockets of the 


landlord interest. It is to benefit a 
class out of public money which 
ought to be devoted to public 


interests, and to public interests alone. 
It has been the habit of this House in 
dealing with large financial transactions 
of this kind that we should have the most 
accurate and detailed information as to 
the financial results of the operation 
upon which we are being asked to embark. 
What is the situation as actually described 
in the speech to which we have just 
listened? In a sense, my right hon. 
friend says, we are in the region of con- 
jecture. We are now, in 1900, to be 
asked to legislate in the region of financial 
conjecture, one of the data of the problem 
being the year 1945, with a possible gain, 
forty-five years after the Act of Parlia- 
ment, of three millions of money. That 
is not sound and proper treatment of 
the House of Commons when dealing with 
the finance of the matter. The legal 
quality of this impost called tithe rent- 
charge remains what it did under the Act 
of 1838. Upon what ground is it pro- 
posed to alter a state of things which has 
long remained undisturbed ? The ground 
was an alleged miscalculation. Parlia- 
ment dealt with this open-eyed, and with 
the fullest information at command. It 
is altogether a mistake to say that there 
was a miscalculation in the matter. It 
was a bargain voluntarily made by those 
who cannot break their bargain without 
Parliamentary sanction. 
Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 175 ; Noes, 
92. (Division List No. 165.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | Balearres, Lord 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, James E. B. (Inverness 
Baird, John George Alexander | 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


| Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour,Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) | 
Banbury, Frederick George 

| Barry, Rt. Hn. A.H. S- (Hunts 

| Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol 

; Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 

Bethell, Commander 

Blakiston-Houston, John 


| Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Ballard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
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Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J. Austen, Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
rt ‘olomb,Sir JohnCharles Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
—— Fiennes 8S. W. 

‘ox, Lrwin Edward Bainbridge 
pe Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Dyke,Rt. Hon. Sir William H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir ‘T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Laneaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
re William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. L loyd 
Godsor,SirAugustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major -General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
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Hermon-Hodye, Robt.Trotter | 


Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W. Grice- 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. W. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
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Pilkington, R. (Lancs,Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Plunkett, Rt. Hon. H. Curzon 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


| Purvis, Robert 
| Rankin, Sir James 


Johnstone, Heywoed (Sussex) | 
| Kenyon, James 
| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 


Keswick, W ilham 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 


Lafone, Alfred 


Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Graut ( Yorks.) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Swnsea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
Malcolm, fan 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F, 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 


Monckton, Edward Philip 


| Mowbray, 


Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) | 


Gretton, John 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George ae ase 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, ArthurH. A (Deptford) 
Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, “Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexand’r 
0’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


Hamond, SirChas. (Newcastle) | Pease, Herbt. Pike(Darlingt’n) 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 


Abrahain, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Allan, W illiam (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. Bb. 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Brigg, John 

Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, P. Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Daly, James 

Dewar, Arthur 


Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Artaur 


| Pierpoint, Robert 


NOES. 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duckw orth, James 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrencb, Peter 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gibney, James 
Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


| Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 


Healy, Timothy M. (N.Louth) 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Hogan, James Francis 


| Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 


Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson,SirThos(Hartlep’! 
Ridley, Rt.Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
tound, James 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Santon, Viscount 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E.J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton 

Seton- Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Sturt, Hon. “9g Napier 
‘Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent, Sir Edgar - xeter) 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
W hiteley, H.(Ashton- under-L. 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young,€ ‘ommander( Berks, E. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond ané 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
Maddison, Fred. 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen 
Morris, Samuel 

Moss, Samuel 

Murnanagh, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Y’ Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Dowd, John 
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O’ Keeffe, Francis Arthur 

O’ Kelly, James 

O'Malley, William 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. ) 
Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James 
tedmond,John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 


toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
funciman, Walter 

Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich( Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Sinclair,Capt.John(Forfarsb’e 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 


the House. 1452 


Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, J. (Durham, Mid) 

W oodhouse,SirJ. T (Hud’rsf'ld 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 





Main question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Tuesday next. 


CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) BILL. 


As amended, further considered. 


An Amendment made. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 29, at the end, to add the 
words ‘and no higher interest than three per 
eentum per annum shall be charged on any 
such note.’”—(Mr. Murnaghan.) 


Question, “That those words be there 
added,” put, and negatived. 


Other Amendments made. 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


COUNTY COURTS (INVESTMENT OF 
DEPOSITS) BILL [Lorps]. 


Considered in Committee ; Committee 
report Progress; to sit again upon 
Monday next. 


CUSTOMS DUTIES (ISLE OF MAN) BILL. 


Considered in Committee, and reported, | 


without Amendment; to be read the 
third time upon Monday next. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


As amended (by the Standing Com- 
mittee), considered; an Amendment 
made; Bill read the third time, and 
passed. 


On Motion for Adjournment— 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) said he understood that the 
Housing of the Working Classes Bill 
would be the first Order on Monday. 
What would be the second Order? 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): I cannot at present answer the ques- 
tion of the hon. Member as te what will 
be the second Order on Monday, but I 
hope to be able to answer to-morrow. The 
first Order will be the Housing of the 


: Working Classes Bill, which I apprehend 


will take some portion of the evening. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR — HOSPITAL 
ARRANGEMENTS AT THE FRONT— 
MR. BURDETT-COUTTS'S CHARGES. 
Mr. J. A. PEASE asked when Mem- 

bers might expect the Papers promised 

that afternoon with respect to the medical 
service in South Africa and the treatment 
of soldiers wounded or suffering from 

(lisease. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am sorry the 


‘House has been disappointed in not 


having the Papers I promised them in the 
course of the evening. [ have spent much 
time in endeavouring to find an explana- 
tion why we have not got the Papers. 
| They were certainly in type yesterday, 
and I am wholly unable to explain or 
_excuse the delay. I have made arrange- 
|ments that these documents shall all be 
| circulated to Members with their ordinary 
| Parliamentary Papers in the morning, 
‘and I hope that that will give hon. 
| Members sufficient time to study them 
| before they come down to the debate. 

} 


| Adjourned at ten minutes after 
Twelve of the clock, 
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APPENDIX. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. SESSION 1900. 


List oF Ruies, OrpErs, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 
of the House. 


(Continuation of List given in preceding Volume.) 





Date from which | Period to lie 


+ oF 
Title of Paper. the Period runs. | upon the Table. 








| 
Irish Land Commission (Rules),—Copy of | 14 June | 100 sitting days 
Rules made by the Irish Land Com- 
mission, under The Congested Districts 
Board (Lreland) Act, 1899, dated the 21st | 
May, 1900 [44 and 45 Vic., c. 49, s. 50 | 
(3)] 


| 


} 


Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of | 14 June 40 days 
Rule made by the Intermediate Eduea- | 
tion Board for Ireland appointing the 
places at which Examinations shall be held 
for 1900 [41 and 42 Vic., c. 66, s. 6] 


Endowed Schools Act, 1869, and Amending 14 June Two months 
Acts,—Copy of Scheme under The En- 
dowed Schools Act, 1869, and Amending 
Acts, for the Management of the Charity 
of William Price, in the Parish ef Fare- 
ham, in the county of Southampton, 
founded by Will dated 24th August, 1721 | 
[36 and 37 Vic., ¢. 87, s. 15] 
VOL. LXXXIV. [FourrH Serigs.} 3G 








: Date from which Period to lie 
Title of Paper. the Period runs. upon the Table. 





Prisons (Scotland) (Dietaries)—Copy of 14 June 40 days Pul 
Rule made by the Secretary for Scotland, 0 
under The Prisons (Scotland) Act, 1877, | t 
establishing new rates of Dietaries for the v 
several classes of prisoners [40 and 41 Vic., g 
c. 53, 8. 58] U 


Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 18 June 12 weeks 0 
1877 (Oxford),—Copy of Statute made 0 
by the Governing Body of St. John’s Col- | tl 
lege, Oxford, under The Universities of 
Oxford and Cambridge Act, 1877, on tl 
9th December, 1900, amending Statutes | C. 
III. 1, III. 14, V. 4a, and XV. 2 of the 
Statutes of the College [40 and 41 Vic., 
c. 48, s. 50] Boa 

In 

C 


al 





Universities of Oxford and Cambridge Act, 18 June 12 weeks 
1877 (Oxford),—Copy of Statute made by 
the Governing Body of Worcester College, 
Oxford, under the Universities of Oxford 
and Cambridge Act, 1877, on 24th January, 
1900, amending Statute III. 16 of the 
Statutes of the College [40 and 41 Vic., 
c. 48, s. 50] 


Intermediate Education (lIreland),—Copy 20 June | 40 days 
of Rules and Programme of Examinations 
for 1901 [41 and 42 Vic., c. 66, s. 6] 


Intermediate Education (Ireland),—Copy of 20 June | 40 days 
Rule made by the Intermediate Education 
Board for Ireland appointing Bangor, 
County Down, an additional place of Ex- 
amination for Boys in 1900 [41 and 42 
Vic., ¢. 66, s. 6] | 

| 

Inebriate Reformatories (Rules for Manage- 25 June 4 weeks (whilst the 
ment),—Copy of Regulations for the man- House is sitting) 
agement of the Farmfield certified Inebri- 
ate Reformatory, Charlwood near Horley | 
[61 and 62 Vic., c. 60, s. 21 (1)] 




















Title of Paper. 


Date from which 
the Period runs. 










Period to lie 
upon the Table. 





Public Records (Court of Exchequer),—Copy 
of a Schedule containing a list and Par- 
ticulars of Classes of Documents connected 
with actions arising out of seizures of 
goods, etc., or for the recovery of penalties 
under Acts relating to the Customs or 
Excise, and other Process in matters re- 
lating to the revenue, which formerly 
were or ought to have been in the Office 
of the King’s or Queen’s Remembrancer 
of the Exchequer, and which are now in 
the Public Record Office, but are not con- 
sidered of sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation therein [40 and 41 Vic., 
c. 55, s. 1] 


Board of Education,—Copy of Draft Order 
in Council constituting a Consultative 
Committee of the Board of Education [62 
and 63 Vie., c. 33, s. 5] 





26 June 


28 June 
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4 weeks 


4 weeks 








